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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
FOR 

DEMOLITION OF 934 
 
AGENCY:  Department of the Air Force 
 
PROPOSED ACTION:  The United States Air Force (USAF) proposes to demolish building 934 
belonging to Grand Forks Air Force Base (AFB), North Dakota. 
 
Purpose and Need:  The purpose of the proposed action is to demolish 608 square feet of excess 
facility space in building 934, known as the booster station, by CES contract in FY 06.  Work 
includes removal of all plumbing, pumps and equipment, removal of the water lines from the 
water main into the building, replacement of the 14” tees on the water main with a straight piece 
of pipe, maintain the existing check valve and control valve on the water main with an accessible 
manhole; mercury, asbestos and lead-based paint abatement and removal; building demolition, 
excavation, slab removal, backfill, grading, removal of debris, and site restoration.  The Grand 
Forks AFB Facilities Board agenda includes the demolition of 934, and demolition of 934 is 
proposed as a CES project.  Project number JFSD200192 has been assigned. 
 
A new booster station was installed at the Grand Forks airport in 1999.  The old booster station 
in Grand Forks, building 935, was demolished in 2000.  The airport booster station does not need 
building 934 to function.  Building 934 will not work without the airport booster station since 
building 935 was demolished.  The city has installed a new clear well pumping station that has 
the ability to pump water to the base if the airport booster station fails.  Building 934 presents a 
potential security risk because of the access to the base water supply at that point. 
 
Building 934 was built in the mid to late 1950’s by the city of Grand Forks.  It served as a 
booster station for the drinking water supply line from the city of Grand Forks to the Air Force 
Base.  In 1975 it was deeded from the city to the base.  It is a 24' x 25' concrete block building 
with concrete floor.   The facility identified for demolition has been classified substandard, and 
repair to this facility would exceed 70% of the replacement value.  This project supports facility 
consolidation and reduction initiatives.  The building is located on tract #200, consisting of 0.069 
acre, more or less, acquired by Warranty Deed dated 26 July 1972 and recorded 2 December 
1974.  The grantor was the City of Grand Forks, a municipal corporation.  The Warranty Deed 
conveyed the booster station and the land on which it is located in Section 35, Township 152 
North, Range 52 West, Grand Forks County, North Dakota.  The city of Grand Forks did not 
wish to retain any interest in the parcel because it was the only land owned by the City in the 
immediate area and was purchased specifically for the booster station.   
 
Related demolition EIAP (EA) documents are RCS # 1999-008 Demo Pump Station 935 
EA/EBS, Jun 99; and 2000-068 Terminate Easement to Sell Pump Station Land 935 EA/EBS, 
Feb 00.  There are no EIAP documents for building 934. 
 
Grand Forks Air Force Base must decide whether to demolish building 934 by CES contract 
assigned to Grand Forks AFB. 



 
 
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 
 
No Action Alternative 1:  The no action alternative would be to leave the facility as it is.   The 
facility is old and deteriorated.  The base would be forced to expend maintenance funds to 
maintain this facility to ensure this facility minimally impacts the quality of life.  The obsolete, 
unused pump station would continue to deteriorate, require maintenance, and detract from the 
appearance of the countryside. 
 
Proposed Action 2:  Demolish building 934, a 608 square feet excess facility, on Highway 2, by 
CES contract in FY 06.  Remove the water lines to the building.  Replace 14 inch tees on the 
water main with a straight piece of pipe, leaving the one existing check valve and control valve 
on the 14” water main which runs from Grand Forks to the base.  Maintain an access manhole.  
Work includes demolition of all plumbing, pumps and equipment; mercury, asbestos and lead-
based paint removal abatement and removal; building demolition, excavation, slab removal, 
backfill, grading, removal of debris, and site restoration. 
 
Alternative Action 3:  Offer facility 934 for reutilization by another function on base or off base.  
Renovate the structure to meet the need of the gaining organization, to include disconnection and 
removal of the water pipes, pumps and valves currently within the booster station. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES  
 
Air Quality - Air Quality is considered good and the area is in attainment for all criteria 
pollutants.   No significant impacts to air quality would result because of demolition activities. 
 
Noise - The demolition of building 934 would create additional noise.  The increase in noise 
would be negligible and only occur during demolition. 
 
Wastes, Hazardous Materials, and Stored Fuels - The increase in hazardous and solid wastes 
from 934 demolition would be temporary.  Solid waste debris would be disposed of in an 
approved location, such as the Grand Forks Municipal Landfill.  Inert demolition debris would 
be disposal at an approved location, such as Berger Landfill. 
 
Water Resources – Provided best management practices (BMPs) are followed, there would be 
minimal impacts on stormwater, ground water and water quality.  The proposed action would 
have no impact on wastewater. 
 
Biological Resources – BMPs and control measures, including storm drain covers and covering 
of stockpiles, would be implemented to ensure that impacts to biological resources be kept to a 
minimum.  BMPs would be required to prevent the spread of noxious weeds, minimize soil 
erosion, and promote the establishment of native plant species. 
 
Socioeconomic Resources - This action would have a minor positive effect on the local 
economy.  Secondary retail purchases would make an additional contribution to the local 



communities.  The implementation of the proposed action, therefore, would provide a short-term, 
beneficial impact to local retailers during the demolition phase of the project. 
 
Cultural Resources - The proposed action has little potential to impact cultural resources.  In the 
unlikely event any such artifacts were discovered during the demolition, the operator or 
contractor would be instructed to halt operations and immediately notify Grand Forks AFB civil 
engineers who would notify the State Historic Preservation Officer.  The building is nearly old 
enough for National Historic Preservation Act eligibility determination, but has no historical 
importance or significance.  Correspondence with the State Historic Preservation Officer was 
accomplished to coordinate a No Historic Properties Affected determination. 
 
Land Use - The proposed operation would not have an impact on land use, since the disposition 
of the land is not addressed in the proposed action.  The water line below ground from the city to 
the base would remain intact and in service. 
 
Transportation Systems – The proposed operation would have minor adverse impact to 
transportation systems due to vehicles traveling to and from 934. 
 
Airspace/Airfield Operations - The proposed action would not impact aircraft safety or airspace 
compatibility. 
 
Safety and Occupational Health – Participants in the demolition must wear appropriate personnel 
protective equipment (PPE). 
 
Environmental Management – The proposed action would not impact ERP Sites.  BMPs would 
be implemented to prevent erosion.   
 
Environmental Justice - EO 12898 requires federal agencies to identify and address, as 
appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of their 
programs, policies, and activities on minority and low-income populations.  There is no minority 
or low-income populations in the area of the proposed action or alternatives, and, thus, there 
would be no disproportionately high or adverse impact on such populations. 
 
A copy of the EA was available at the Grand Forks AFB Public Affairs office.  All interested 
agencies and persons were invited to submit written comments within thirty days from the public 
notice.  The public notice appeared in the Grand Forks AFB Leader  and the Grand Forks 
Herald.  Comments were solicited from the North Dakota Department of Health, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, N.D. Game and Fish, and N.D. State Historical Society.   
 
No adverse environmental impact to any of the areas identified by the AF Form 813 is expected 
by the proposed action, demolition of 934. 
  



CONCLUSION: Based on the Environmental Assessment performed for Demolition of 934, no
significant environmental impact is anticipated from the proposed action . Based upon this
finding, an Environmental Impact Statement is not required for this action . This document and
the supporting AF Form 813 fulfill the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), the Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations implementing NEPA, and Air
Force Instruction 32-7061, which implements the CEQ regulations .

WAYNE A. KOOP, .E.M., GM-13
Environmental Management Flight Chief

Date : 7 T~ A/ () (p
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Cover Sheet 
 
Agency: United States Air Force (USAF) 
 
Action: The action proposes to demolish building 934 assigned to Grand Forks Air 

Force Base (AFB), North Dakota. 
 
Contacts: 319 CES/CEVA 
 525 Tuskegee Airmen Boulevard (Blvd) 
 Grand Forks AFB, ND  58205 
 
Designation: Final Environmental Assessment (EA) 
 
Abstract: This EA has been prepared in accordance with the National 

Environmental Policy Act, and assesses the potential environmental 
impacts to demolish building 934, located in Grand Forks County, North 
Dakota.  Resource areas analyzed in the EA include Air Quality; Noise; 
Wastes, Hazardous Materials, and Stored Fuels; Water Resources; 
Biological Resources; Socioeconomic Resources; Cultural Resources; 
Land Use; Transportation Systems; Airspace/Airfield Operations; Safety 
and Occupational Health; Environmental Management; and 
Environmental Justice. 

 
 In addition to the Proposed Action, the Alternative Action and the No 

Action Alternative were analyzed in the EA.  The EA also addresses the 
potential cumulative effects of the associated activities along with other 
concurrent actions at Grand Forks AFB and the surrounding area. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The United States Air Force (USAF) proposes to demolish building 934 assigned to Grand Forks 
Air Force Base (AFB), North Dakota. 
 
Purpose and Need:  The purpose of the proposed action is to demolish 608 square feet of excess 
facility space in building 934, known as the booster station, by CES contract in FY 06.  Work 
includes removal of all plumbing, pumps and equipment, removal of the water lines from the 
water main into the building, replacement of the 14” tees on the water main with a straight piece 
of pipe, maintain the existing check valve and control valve on the water main with an accessible 
manhole; mercury, asbestos and lead-based paint abatement and removal; building demolition, 
excavation, slab removal, backfill, grading, removal of debris, and site restoration.  The Grand 
Forks AFB Facilities Board agenda includes the demolition of 934, and demolition of 934 is 
proposed as a CES project.  Project number JFSD200192 has been assigned. 
 
A new booster station was installed at the Grand Forks airport in 1999.  The old booster station 
in Grand Forks, building 935, was demolished in 2000.  The airport booster station does not need 
building 934 to function.  Building 934 will not work without the airport booster station since 
building 935 was demolished.  The city has installed a new clear well pumping station that has 
the ability to pump water to the base if the airport booster station fails.  Building 934 presents a 
potential security risk because of the access to the base water supply at that point. 
 
Building 934 was built in the mid to late 1950’s by the city of Grand Forks.  It served as a 
booster station for the drinking water supply line from the city of Grand Forks to the Air Force 
Base.  In 1975 it was deeded from the city to the base.  It is a 24' x 25' concrete block building 
with concrete floor.   The facility identified for demolition has been classified substandard, and 
repair to this facility would exceed 70% of the replacement value.  This project supports facility 
consolidation and reduction initiatives.  The building is located on tract #200, consisting of 0.069 
acre, more or less, acquired by Warranty Deed dated 26 July 1972 and recorded 2 December 
1974.  The grantor was the City of Grand Forks, a municipal corporation.  The Warranty Deed 
conveyed the booster station and the land on which it is located in Section 35, Township 152 
North, Range 52 West, Grand Forks County, North Dakota.  The city of Grand Forks did not 
wish to retain any interest in the parcel because it was the only land owned by the City in the 
immediate area and was purchased specifically for the booster station.   
 
Related demolition EIAP (EA) documents are RCS # 1999-008 Demo Pump Station 935 
EA/EBS, Jun 99; and 2000-068 Terminate Easement to Sell Pump Station Land 935 EA/EBS, 
Feb 00.  There are no EIAP documents for building 934. 
 
Grand Forks Air Force Base must decide whether to demolish building 934 by CES contract 
assigned to Grand Forks AFB. 
 
No Action Alternative 1:  The no action alternative would be to leave the facility as it is.   The 
facility is old and deteriorated.  The base would be forced to expend maintenance funds to 
maintain this facility to ensure this facility minimally impacts the quality of life.  The obsolete, 
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unused pump station would continue to deteriorate, require maintenance, and detract from the 
appearance of the countryside. 
 
Proposed Action 2:  Demolish building 934, a 608 square feet excess facility, on Highway 2, by 
CES contract in FY 06.  Remove the water lines to the building.  Replace 14 inch tees on the 
water main with a straight piece of pipe, leaving the one existing check valve and control valve 
on the 14” water main which runs from Grand Forks to the base.  Maintain an access manhole.  
Work includes demolition of all plumbing, pumps and equipment; mercury, asbestos and lead-
based paint removal abatement and removal; building demolition, excavation, slab removal, 
backfill, grading, removal of debris, and site restoration. 
 
Alternative Action 3:  Offer facility 934 for reutilization by another function on base or off base.  
Renovate the structure to meet the need of the gaining organization, to include disconnection and 
removal of the water pipes, pumps and valves currently within the booster station. 
 
Impacts by Resource Area 
 
Air Quality - Air Quality is considered good and the area is in attainment for all criteria 
pollutants.   No significant impacts to air quality would result because of demolition activities. 
 
Noise - The demolition of building 934 would create additional noise.  The increase in noise 
would be negligible and only occur during demolition. 
 
Wastes, Hazardous Materials, and Stored Fuels - The increase in hazardous and solid wastes 
from 934 demolition would be temporary.  Solid waste debris would be disposed of in an 
approved location, such as the Grand Forks Municipal Landfill.  Inert demolition debris would 
be disposal at an approved location, such as Berger Landfill. 
 
Water Resources – Provided best management practices (BMPs) are followed, there would be 
minimal impacts on stormwater, ground water and water quality.  The proposed action would 
have no impact on wastewater. 
 
Biological Resources – BMPs and control measures, including storm drain covers and covering 
of stockpiles, would be implemented to ensure that impacts to biological resources be kept to a 
minimum.  BMPs would be required to prevent the spread of noxious weeds, minimize soil 
erosion, and promote the establishment of native plant species. 
 
Socioeconomic Resources - This action would have a minor positive effect on the local 
economy.  Secondary retail purchases would make an additional contribution to the local 
communities.  The implementation of the proposed action, therefore, would provide a short-term, 
beneficial impact to local retailers during the demolition phase of the project. 
 
Cultural Resources - The proposed action has little potential to impact cultural resources.  In the 
unlikely event any such artifacts were discovered during the demolition, the operator or 
contractor would be instructed to halt operations and immediately notify Grand Forks AFB civil 
engineers who would notify the State Historic Preservation Officer.  The building is nearly old 
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enough for National Historic Preservation Act eligibility determination, but has no historical 
importance or significance.  Correspondence with the State Historic Preservation Officer will be 
accomplished to coordinate a No Historic Properties Affected determination. 
 
Land Use - The proposed operation would not have an impact on land use, since the disposition 
of the land is not addressed in the proposed action.  The water line below ground from the city to 
the base would remain intact and in service. 
 
Transportation Systems – The proposed operation would have minor adverse impact to 
transportation systems due to vehicles traveling to and from 934. 
 
Airspace/Airfield Operations - The proposed action would not impact aircraft safety or airspace 
compatibility. 
 
Safety and Occupational Health – Participants in the demolition must wear appropriate personnel 
protective equipment (PPE). 
 
Environmental Management – The proposed action would not impact ERP Sites.  BMPs would 
be implemented to prevent erosion.   
 
Environmental Justice - EO 12898 requires federal agencies to identify and address, as 
appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of their 
programs, policies, and activities on minority and low-income populations.  There is no minority 
or low-income populations in the area of the proposed action or alternatives, and, thus, there 
would be no disproportionately high or adverse impact on such populations. 
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1.0 PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR PROPOSED ACTION 
 
This Environmental Assessment (EA) examines the potential for impacts to the environment 
resulting from demolition of building 934 on Grand Forks Air Force Base (AFB). As required by 
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, federal agencies must consider 
environmental consequences in their decision making process.  The EA provides analysis of the 
potential environmental impacts from both the proposed action and its alternatives. 
 
1.1 INTRODUCTION 
 
Located in northeastern North Dakota (ND), Grand Forks AFB is the first core refueling wing in 
Air Mobility Command (AMC) and home to 48 KC-135R Stratotanker aircraft.  The host 
organization at Grand Forks AFB is the 319th Air Refueling Wing (ARW).  The mission is to 
guarantee global reach, by extending range in the air, supplying people and cargo where and 
when they are needed and provides air refueling and airlift capability support to United States 
Air Force (USAF) operations anywhere in the world, at any time.  Organizational structure of the 
319th ARW consists primarily of an operations group, maintenance group, mission support 
group, and medical group. 
 
The location of the proposed action (and the alternative actions) would be on 0.069 acre of Air 
Force land approximately four miles east of Grand Forks AFB, ND.  Grand Forks AFB covers 
approximately 5,420 acres of government-owned land and is located in northeastern ND, about 
14 miles west of Grand Forks, along United States (US) Highway 2.  Grand Forks (population 
49,321) is the third largest city in ND.  Appendix A includes a Location Map.  The city, and 
surrounding area, is a regional center for agriculture, education, and government.  It is located 
approximately 160 miles south of Winnipeg, Manitoba, and 315 miles northwest of Minneapolis, 
Minnesota.  The total base population, as of Sep 2005, is approximately 5,853.  Of that, 2,665 
are military, 2,790 are military dependents, and 398 civilians working on base (Grand Forks 
AFB, 2005). 
 
1.2  NEED FOR THE ACTION 
 
The purpose of the proposed action is to demolish 608 square feet of excess facility space in 
building 934, known as the booster station, by CES contract in FY 06.  Work includes mercury, 
asbestos and lead-based paint removal abatement and removal, building demolition, excavation, 
slab removal, backfill, grading, removal of debris, and site restoration.  The Grand Forks AFB 
Facility Board agenda includes the demolition of 934, and demolition of 934 is proposed as a 
CES contract.  Project JFSD200192 has been assigned. 
 
A new booster station was installed at the Grand Forks airport in 1999.  The booster station in 
Grand Forks, building 935, was demolished in 2000.  The airport booster station does not need 
building 934.  Building 934 will not work without the airport booster station since building 935 
was demolished.  The city has installed a new clear well pumping station that will have the 
ability to pump water to the base if the airport booster station fails.  Building 934 presents a 
potential security risk because of the access to the base water supply at that point. 
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Building 934 was acquired in 1975 as a booster station for the water supply line from Grand 
Forks city to the base.  It is a 24' x 25' concrete block building with concrete floor.   The facility 
identified for demolition has been classified substandard, and repair to this facility would exceed 
70% of the replacement value.  This project supports facility consolidation and reduction 
initiatives.  The building is located on tract #200, consisting of 0.069 acre, more or less, acquired 
by Warranty Deed dated 26 July 1972 and recorded 2 December 1974.  The grantor was the City 
of Grand Forks, a municipal corporation.  The Warranty Deed conveyed the booster station and 
the land on which it is located in Section 35, Township 152 North, Range 52 West, Grand Forks 
County, North Dakota.  The city of Grand Forks did not wish to retain any interest in the parcel 
because it was the only land owned by the City in the immediate area and was purchased 
specifically for the booster station.   A copy of the legal document is included in Appendix F. 
 
1.3  OBJECTIVES FOR THE ACTION 
 
Demolition would reduce 608 square feet of industrial space of Grand Forks AFB.  This project 
supports facility consolidation and reduction initiatives. 
 
1.4  SCOPE OF EA 
 
This EA identifies, describes, and evaluates the potential environmental impacts associated with 
demolition of building 934 on Grand Forks AFB.  This analysis covers only those items listed 
above.  It does not include any previous construction or demolition of facilities, parking lots, 
associated water drainage structures, or other non-related construction and demolition activities. 
 
The following must be considered under the NEPA, Section 102(E). 
 

• Air Quality 
• Noise 
• Wastes, Hazardous Materials, and Stored Fuels 
• Water Resources 
• Biological Resources 
• Socioeconomic Resources 
• Cultural Resources 
• Land Use 
• Transportation Systems 
• Airspace/Airfield Operations 
• Safety and Occupation Health 
• Environmental Management 
• Environmental Justice 
 

1.5  DECISION(S) THAT MUST BE MADE 
 
This EA evaluates the environmental consequences from implementing demolition of building 
934 on Grand Forks AFB.  NEPA requires that environmental impacts be considered prior to 
final decision on a proposed project.  The Environmental Management Flight Chief will 
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determine if a Finding of No Significant Impact can be signed or if an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) must be prepared.  Preparation of an environmental analysis must be 
accomplished prior to a final decision regarding the proposed project and must be available to 
inform decision makers of potential environmental impacts of selecting the proposed action or 
any of the alternatives. 
 
1.6  APPLICABLE REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS AND REQUIRED COORDINATION 
 
These regulations require federal agencies to analyze potential environmental impacts of 
proposed actions and alternatives and to use these analyses in making decisions on a proposed 
action.  All cumulative effects and irretrievable commitment of resources must also be 
assessed during this process.  The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations 
declares that an EA is required to accomplish the following objectives: 
 

• Briefly provide sufficient evidence and analysis for determining whether to 
prepare an EIS or a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). 

• Aid in an agency’s compliance with NEPA when an EIS is not necessary, and 
facilitate preparation of an EIS when necessary. 

 
Air Force Instruction (AFI) 32-7061 as promulgated in 32 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 
989, specifies the procedural requirements for the implementation of NEPA and the 
preparation of an EA.  Other environmental regulatory requirements relevant to the proposed 
action and alternatives are also in this EA.  Regulatory requirements including, but not 
restricted to the following programs will be assessed: 
 

• AF Environmental Impact Analysis Process (EIAP) (32 CFR 989) 
• AFI 32-7020, Environmental Restoration Program 
• AFI 32-7040, Air Quality Compliance 
• AFI 32-7041, Water Quality Compliance 
• AFI 32-7042, Solid and Hazardous Waste Compliance 
• AFI 32-7063, Air Installation Compatible Use Zone (AICUZ) Program 
• AFI 32-7064, Integrated Natural Resource Management 
• Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA) [16 U.S.C. Sec 470a-11, et seq., 

as amended] 
• Clean Air Act (CAA) [42 U.S.C. Sec 7401, et seq., as amended] 
• Clean Water Act (CWA) [33 U.S.C. Sec 400, et seq.] 
• CWA [33 U.S.C. Sec 1251, et seq., as amended] 
• Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 

(CERCLA) of 1980, as amended by the Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act (SARA) [42 U.S.C. Sec. 9601, et seq.] 

• Defense Environmental Restoration Program [10 U.S.C. Sec. 2701, et seq.] 
• Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA) of 1986 [42 

U.S.C. Sec. 11001, et seq.] 
• Endangered Species Act (ESA) [16 U.S.C. Sec 1531-1543, et seq.] 
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• Executive Order (EO) 11514, Protection and Enhancement of Environmental 
Quality as Amended by EO 11991 

• EO 11988, Floodplain Management 
• EO 11990, Protection of Wetlands 
• EO 12372, Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs 
• EO 12898, Environmental Justice 
• EO 12989 Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority 

Populations and Low-income Populations 
• EO 13045, Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and Safety 

Risks 
• Hazardous Materials Transportation Act of 1975 [49 U.S.C. Sec 1761, et seq.] 
• NEPA of 1969 [42 U.S.C. Sec 4321, et seq.] 
• National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 [16 U.S.C. Sec 470, et seq., as 

amended] 
• The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) of 1990 

[Public Law 101-601, 25 U.S.C. Sec. 3001-3013, et seq.] 
• Noise Control Act of 1972 [42 U.S.C. Sec. 4901, et seq., Public Law 92-574] 
• ND Air Pollution Control Act (Title 23) and Regulations 
• ND Air Quality Standards (Title 33) 
• ND Hazardous Air Pollutants Emission Standards (Title 33) 
• Occupational Safety and Health Act (OSHA) of 1970 [29 U.S.C. Sec. 651, et seq.] 
• Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 [42 U.S.C. Sec. 6901, 

et seq.] 
• Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) of 1976 [15 U.S.C. Sec. 2601, et seq.] 

 
Grand Forks AFB has a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for 
both waste water and storm water to cover base-wide industrial activities.  Implementation of the 
proposed action or an alternative action would disturb less than one acre, and thus negate the 
need for Grand Forks AFB to obtain a separate NPDES construction permit from the North 
Dakota Department of Health (NDDH).  Our general small site permit would cover this activity 
and needs to be tracked by the construction agent IAW the appropriate rules.  The permit would 
allow discharge of storm water runoff until the site is stabilized by the reestablishment of 
vegetation or other permanent cover. 
 
Scoping for this EA included discussion of relevant issues with members of the environmental 
management and bioenvironmental flights.  Scoping letters requesting comments on possible 
issues of concern are sent to agencies with pertinent resource responsibilities.  In accordance 
with 32 CFR 989, a copy of the final EA is submitted to the ND Division of Community 
Services. 
 
Applicable regulatory requirements and required coordination before and during construction 
include a Work Clearance Request, Stormwater Protection Plan, Dust Control Plan, Spill Control 
Plan, and Erosion and Sediment Control Plan to the CEV Water Program Manager; a Spill 
Control Plan and Waste Disposal Plan to the CEV Pollution Prevention Manager; and copies of 



 18

all plans to the Contracting Officer.  A Notification of Demolition and Renovation must be sent 
to the State Health Department and the State Historical Society. 
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 
 
2.1 INTRODUCTION 
 
Based on the descriptions of the relevant environmental resources presented in Section 3 and the 
predictions and analyses presented in Section 4, this section presents a comparative summary 
matrix of the alternatives (the heart of the analysis), providing the decision maker and the public 
with a clear basis for choice among the alternatives. 
 
This section has five parts: 
 

• Selection Criteria for Alternatives 
• Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Detailed Study 
• Detailed Descriptions of the Three Alternatives Considered 
• Comparison of Environmental Effects of the Proposed Action and Alternatives 
• Identification of the Preferred Alternative 
 

2.2   SELECTION CRITERIA FOR ALTERNATIVES 
 
Selection criteria used to evaluate the Proposed and Alternative Actions include the following: 
 A cost effective method to dispose of an excess facility assigned to Grand Forks AFB. 
 Minimum mission requirements include efficiency, effectiveness, legality, and safety to 
meet AF requirements.  

Minimum environmental standards include OSHA, AFOSH, NFPA, AFI, CFR, EPA and 
North Dakota standards for noise, air, water, safety, HW, vegetation, cultural, geology, soils, and 
socioeconomic. 
  
2.3   ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED FROM DETAILED STUDY 
 
There were no alternatives considered but eliminated from detailed study. 
 
2.4   DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES 
 
This section describes the activities that would occur under three alternatives: the no action 
alternative, the proposed action, and action alternative.  These three alternatives provide the 
decision maker with a reasonable range of alternatives from which to choose. 
 
2.4.1 Alternative 1 (No Action Alternative):  Status Quo 
 
The no action alternative would be to leave the facility as it is.   The facility is old and 
deteriorated and would remain vacant.  The base would be forced to expend maintenance funds 
to maintain this facility to ensure this facility minimally impacts the quality of life.  The 
obsolete, unused pump station would continue to deteriorate, require maintenance, and detract 
from the appearance of the countryside. 
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2.4.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action):  Demolish building 934, a 608 square feet excess facility, 
on Highway 2, by CES contract in FY 06.  Work includes mercury, asbestos and lead-based 
paint removal abatement/removal, building demolition, excavation, slab removal, backfill, 
grading, removal of debris, and site restoration. 
 
2.4.3 Alternative 3:  Offer facility 934 for reutilization by another function on base or off base.  
Renovate the structure to meet the need of the gaining organization, to include disconnection and 
removal of the water pipes, pumps and valves currently within the booster station.   
 
2.5   DESCRIPTION OF PAST, PRESENT, AND REASONABLY FORESEEABLE FUTURE 

ACTIONS RELEVANT TO CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 
 
Impacts from the Proposed Action would be concurrent with other actions occurring at Grand 
Forks AFB.  There are several other construction and demolition projects occurring on Grand 
Forks AFB in the same time frame.  These projects are addressed under separate NEPA 
documents.  Related demolition EIAP (EA) documents are RCS # 1999-008 Demo Pump Station 
935 EA/EBS, Jun 99; and 2000-068 Terminate Easement to Sell Pump Station Land 935 
EA/EBS, Feb 00.  There are no EIAP documents for building 934. 
 
2.6 SUMMARY COMPARISON OF THE EFFECTS OF ALL ALTERNATIVES 
 
Potential impacts from implementing the No Action Alternative, the Proposed Action, and 
Alternative are discussed in detail in Chapter 4. 
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Table 2.6.1:  Summary of Environmental Impacts 

 No Action  
Alternative 1 

Proposed Action 2  Alternative 3   

Legend:  ST = short-term; LT = long-term  

Air Quality None Minor Adverse ST Impact Minor Adverse ST Impact  
Noise None Minor Adverse ST Impact Minor Adverse ST Impact  
Wastes, Hazardous Materials, and Stored 
Fuels 

None Adverse ST Impact Adverse ST Impact  

Water Resources   
  Ground Water None None None  

  Surface Water None Minor Adverse ST Impact Minor Adverse ST Impact  

  Wastewater None None None  
  Water Quality None None None  
  Wetlands None None None  
Biological Resources   
  Vegetation None Minor Adverse ST Impact Minor Adverse ST Impact  
  Noxious Weeds None Minor Adverse ST Impact Minor Adverse ST Impact  
  Wildlife None Minor Adverse ST Impact Minor Adverse ST Impact  
  Threatened and Endangered Species None None None  
Socioeconomic Resources None Beneficial ST Impact Beneficial ST Impact  
Cultural Resources None None None  
Land Use None None None  
Transportation Systems None Minor Adverse ST Impact Minor Adverse ST Impact  
Airspace/Airfield Operations   
  Aircraft Safety None None None  
  Airspace Compatibility None None None  
Safety and Occupational Health None Minor Adverse ST Impact Minor Adverse ST Impact  
Environmental Management   
  Installation Restoration Program None None None  
  Geological Resources None None None  
  Pesticide Management None None None  
Environmental Justice None None None  

 
 
2.7 IDENTIFICATION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 
 
Grand Forks AFB would demolish excess facility 934 on base by CES contract.  Work includes 
mercury, asbestos and lead-based paint removal abatement and removal, building demolition, 
excavation, slab removal, backfill, grading, removal of debris, and site restoration. 
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 
 
3.1 INTRODUCTION 
 
This section succinctly describes the operational concerns and the environmental resources 
relevant to the decision that must be made concerning this proposed action.  Environmental 
concerns and issues relevant to the decision to be made and the attributes of the potentially 
affected environment are studied in greater detail in this section.  This descriptive section, 
combined with the definitions of the alternatives in Section 2, and their predicted effects in 
Section 4, establish the scientific baseline against which the decision-maker and the public can 
compare and evaluate the activities and effects of all the alternatives.  While the section 
specifically addresses the Grand Forks AFB in many places, the location of the proposed action 
is only four miles east of the base, and the descriptions pertain to the area.  All personnel, 
maintenance, and disposal actions originate and conclude at the Grand Forks Air Force Base. 
 
3.2  AIR QUALITY 
 
Grand Forks AFB has a humid continental climate that is characterized by frequent and drastic 
weather changes.  The summers are short and humid with frequent thunderstorms.  Winters are 
long and severe with almost continuous snow cover.  The spring and fall seasons are generally 
short transition periods.  The average annual temperature is 40ºFarenheit (F) and the monthly 
mean temperature varies from 6ºF in January to 70ºF in July.  Mean annual precipitation is 19.5 
inches.  Rainfall is generally well distributed throughout the year, with summer being the wettest 
season and winter the driest.  An average of 34 thunderstorm days per year is recorded, with 
some of these storms being severe and accompanied by hail and tornadoes.  Mean annual 
snowfall recorded is 40 inches with the mean monthly snowfall ranging from 1.6 inches in 
October to 8.0 inches in March.  Relative humidity averages 58 percent annually, with highest 
humidity being recorded in the early morning.  The average humidity at dawn is 76 percent.  
Mean cloud cover is 48 percent in the summer and 56 percent in the winter (USAF, 2003). 
 
Table 3.2-1:  Climate Data for Grand Forks AFB, ND 

 Mean Temperature (ºF) 
Daily 

Precipitation (Inches) 
Monthly 

Month Maximum Minimum Monthly Mean Maximum Minimum 
January 15 -1 6 0.7 2.4 0.1 
February 21 5 13 0.5 3.2 0.0 
March 34 18 26 1.0 2.9 0.0 
April 53 32 41 1.5 4.0 0.0 
May 69 47 56 2.5 7.8 0.5 
June 77 56 66 3.0 8.1 0.8 
July 81 61 70 2.7 8.1 0.5 
August 80 59 67 2.6 5.5 0.1 
September 70 49 57 2.3 6.2 0.3 
October 56 37 44 1.4 5.7 0.1 
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November 34 20 26 0.7 3.3 0.0 
December 20 6 12 0.6 1.4 0.0 
Source:  AFCCC/DOO, October 1998 
 
Wind speed averages 10 miles per hour (mph).  A maximum wind speed of 74 mph has been 
recorded.  Wind direction is generally from the northwest during the late fall, winter, and spring, 
and from the southeast during the summer. 
 
Grand Forks County is included in the ND Air Quality Control Region.  This region is in 
attainment status for all criteria pollutants.  In 1997, the ND Department of Health (NDDH) 
conducted an Air Quality Monitoring Survey that indicated that the quality of ambient air in ND 
is generally good as it is located in an attainment area (NDDH, 1998).  Grand Forks AFB has the 
following air permits:  T5-F78004 (permit to operate) issued by NDDH and a CAA Title V air 
emissions permit. 
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) established the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), which define the maximum allowable concentrations of 
pollutants that may be reached, but not exceeded within a given time period.  The NAAQS 
regulates the following criteria pollutants:  Ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide 
(NO2), sulfur dioxide (SO2), lead (Pb), and particulate matter.  The ND Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NDAAQS) were set by the State of ND.  These standards are more stringent and 
emissions for operations in ND must comply with the Federal or State standard that is the most 
restrictive.  There is also a standard for hydrogen sulfide (H2S) in ND.   
 
Prevention of significant deterioration (PSD) regulations establishes SO2, particulate matter 10 
microns in diameter (PM10), and NO2 that can be emitted above a premeasured amount in each of 
three class areas.  Grand Forks AFB is located in a PSD Class II area where moderate, well-
controlled industrial growth could be permitted.  Class I areas are pristine areas and include 
national parks and wilderness areas.  Significant increases in emissions from stationary sources 
(100 tons per year (tpy) of CO, 40 tpy of nitrogen oxides (NOX), volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs), or sulfur oxides (SOX), or 15 tpy of PM10) and the addition of major sources requires 
compliance with PSD regulations.  There is also a 25 ton/year level for total particulate. 
 
Air pollutants include O3, CO, NO2, SO2, Pb, and particulate matter.  Ground disturbing 
activities create PM10 and particulate matter 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5).  Combustion 
creates CO, SO2, PM10, and PM2.5 particulate matter and the precursors (VOC and NO2) to O3.  
Only small amounts of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAP) are generated from internal combustion 
processes or earth-moving activities.  The Grand Forks AFB Final Emissions Survey Report 
(USAF, 1996) reported that Grand Forks AFB only generated small levels HAPs, 10.3 tpy of 
combined HAPs and 2.2 tpy maximum of a single HAP (methyl ethyl ketone).  Methyl Ethyl 
Ketone is associated with aircraft and vehicle maintenance and repair.  Secondary sources 
include fuel storage and dispensing (USAF, 2001a). 
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Table 3.2-2 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and ND Ambient Air Quality Standards (NDAAQS) 

NAAQS 
µg/m3 (ppm)a 

Pollutant Averaging Time 

Primaryb Secondaryc 

NDAAQS 
µg/m3 (ppm)a 

O3 1 hr 
8 hre 

235 (0.12) 
157 (0.08) 

Same 
Same 

Same 
None 

CO 1 hr 
8 hr 

40,000 (35) 
10,000 (9) 

None 
None 

40,000 (35) 
10,000 (9) 

NO2 AAMd 100 (0.053) Same Same 
SO2 1 hr 

3 hr 
24 hr 
AAM 

None 
None 
365 (0.14) 
80 (0.03) 

None 
1,300 (0.5) 
None 
None 

715 (0.273) 
None 
260 (0.099) 
60 (0.023) 

PM10 AAM 
24 hr 

50 
150 

Same 
Same 

Same 
Same 

PM2.5
e AAM 

24 hr 
65 
15 

Same 
Same 

None 
None 

Pb ¼ year 1.5 Same Same 
H2S 1 hr 

24 hr 
3 mth 
AAM 
Instantaneous 

None 
None 
None 
None 

None 
None 
None 
None 

280 (0.20) 
140 (0.10) 
28 (0.02) 
14 (10) 
14 (10) 

aµg/m3 – micrograms per cubic meter; ppm – parts per million 
bNational Primary Standards establish the level of air quality necessary to protect the public health from 
any known or anticipated adverse effects of pollutant, allowing a margin of safety to protect sensitive 
members of the population. 
cNational Secondary Standards establish the level of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare by 
preventing injury to agricultural crops and livestock, deterioration of materials and property, and adverse 
impacts on the environment. 
dAAM – Annual Arithmetic Mean. 
eThe Ozone 8-hour standard and the PM 2.5 standards are included for information only.  A 1999 federal 
court ruling blocked implementation of these standards, which USEPA proposed in 1997.  USEPA has 
asked the US Supreme Court to reconsider that decision (USEPA, 2000). 
PM10 is particulate matter equal to or less than 10 microns in diameter. 
PM2.5 is particulate matter equal to or less than 2.5 microns in diameter. 
Source:  40 CFR 50, ND Air Pollution Control Regulations – North Dakota Administrative Code (NDAC) 
33-15 
 
3.3  NOISE 
 
Noise generated on Grand Forks AFB consists mostly of aircraft, vehicular traffic and 
construction activity.  Most noise is generated from aircraft during takeoff and landing and not 
from ground traffic.  Noise levels are dependent upon type of aircraft, type of operations, and 
distance from the observer to the aircraft.  Duration of the noise is dependent upon proximity of 
the aircraft, speed, and orientation with respect to the observer. 
 



 25

Table 3.3-1 
Typical Decibel Levels Encountered in the Environment and Industry 
Sound 
Level 
(dBa)a 

Maximum 
Exposure 
Limits 

Source of Noise Subjective Impression 

10   Threshold of hearing 
20  Still recording studio; Rustling leaves  
30  Quiet bedroom  
35  Soft whisper at 5 ftb; Typical library  
40  Quiet urban setting (nighttime); Normal level in 

home 
Threshold of quiet 

45  Large transformer at 200 ft  
50  Private business office; Light traffic at 100 ft; 

Quiet urban setting (daytime) 
 

55  Window air conditioner; Men’s clothing 
department in store 

Desirable limit for outdoor 
residential area use (EPA) 

60  Conversation speech; Data processing center  
65  Busy restaurant; Automobile at 100 ft Acceptable level for 

residential land use 
70  Vacuum cleaner in home; Freight train at 100 ft Threshold of moderately loud 
75  Freeway at 10 ft  
80  Ringing alarm clock at 2 ft; Kitchen garbage 

disposal; Loud orchestral music in large room 
Most residents annoyed 

85  Printing press; Boiler room; Heavy truck at 50 ft Threshold of hearing damage 
for prolonged exposure 

90 8 hrc Heavy city traffic  
95 4 hr Freight train at 50 ft; Home lawn mower  
100 2 hr Pile driver at 50 ft; Heavy diesel equipment at 

25 ft 
Threshold of very loud 

105 1 hr Banging on steel plate; Air Hammer  
110 0.5 hr Rock music concert; Turbine condenser  
115 0.25 hr Jet plane overhead at 500 ft  
120 < 0.25 hr Jet plane taking off at 200 ft Threshold of pain 
135 < 0.25 hr Civil defense siren at 100 ft Threshold of extremely loud 
adBA – decibals 
bft – feet 
chr - hours 
Source:  US Army, 1978 
 
Table 3.3-2 
Approximate Sound Levels (dBa) of Construction Equipment 

Sound Levels (dBa) at Various Distances (ft) 
Equipment Type 

50 100 200 400 800 1,600 

Front-end Loader 84 78 72 66 60 54 

Dump Truck 83 77 71 65 59 53 

Truck 83 77 71 65 59 53 
Tractor 84 78 72 66 58 52 
Source:  Thurman, 1976; US Army, 1978 
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Because military installations attract development in proximity to their airfields, the potential 
exists for urban encroachment and incompatible development.  The USAF utilizes a program 
known as AICUZ to help alleviate noise and accident potential problems due to unsuitable 
community development.  AICUZ recommendations give surrounding communities alternatives 
to help prevent urban encroachment.  Noise contours are developed from the Day-Night Average 
A-Weighted Sound Level (DNL) data which defines the noise created by flight operations and 
ground-based activities.  The AICUZ also defines Accident Potential Zones (APZs), which are 
rectangular corridors extending from the ends of the runways.  Recommended land use activities 
and densities in the APZs for residential, commercial, and industrial uses are provided in the 
base’s AICUZ study.  Grand Forks AFB takes measures to minimize noise levels by evaluating 
aircraft operations.  Blast deflectors are utilized in designated areas to deflect blast and minimize 
exposure to noise. 
 
3.4  WASTES, HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, AND STORED FUELS 
 
3.4.1 Hazardous Waste, Hazardous Material, Recyclable Material 
 
Hazardous wastes, as listed under the RCRA, are defined as any solid, liquid, contained gaseous, 
or combination of wastes that pose a substantive or potential hazard to human health or the 
environment.  On-base hazardous waste generation involves three types of on-base sites:  an 
accumulation point (90-day), satellite accumulation points, and spill cleanup equipment and 
materials storage (USAF, 2001c).  Discharge and emergency response equipment is maintained 
in accessible areas throughout Grand Forks AFB.  The Fire Department maintains adequate fire 
response and discharge control and containment equipment.  Equipment stores are maintained in 
buildings 409 and 530.  Petroleum contaminated soils generated from excavations throughout the 
base can be treated at the land treatment facility located on base.  These solid wastes are tilled or 
turned several times a year to remediate the soils to acceptable levels. 
 
Recyclable materials from industrial facilities are collected in the recycling facility, in building 
671.  Paper, cardboard, and wood are collected in separate storage bins.  Glass, plastics and 
metal cans are commingled.  Curbside containers are used in housing for recyclable materials.  A 
contractor collects these materials and transports them off base for processing. 
 
The Environmental Management Flight manages the hazardous material through a contract with 
Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC).  Typical hazardous materials include 
reactive materials such as explosives, ignitables, toxics, and corrosives.  Improper storage can 
impact human health and the safety of the environment. 
 
3.4.2 Underground and Above Ground Storage Tanks 
 
Since Grand Forks AFB is a military installation with a flying mission, there are several 
aboveground and underground fuel storage tanks (ASTs and USTs).   

Gasoline, diesel fuel, heating fuel, JP-8, and oil-water separator (OWS)-recovered oils are stored 
in thirty-nine (39) USTs.  Twenty (20) regulated USTs include three (3) gasoline tanks, eight (8) 
diesel tanks, three (3) JP-8 tanks, and six (6) OWS product recovery tanks.  Deferred USTs 
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include five (5) JP-8 tanks.  Five (5) USTs exempt from regulation include one (1) heating oil 
tank, four (4) emergency spill containment tanks, and one (1) hydraulic oil recovery tank. 

Gasoline, diesel fuel, heating oil, JP-8, and used oil are stored in fifty-eight (58) ASTs.  The 
majority of petroleum is JP-8 stored in six (6) tanks with a capacity of 3,990,000 gallons for the 
hydrant fuel system.  Diesel fuel is stored in forty-five (45) tanks primarily for emergency 
generators.  Other tanks include: heating oil stored in three (2) tanks; gasoline stored in two (2) 
tanks; and, used oil stored in three (3) tanks.  All ASTs either have secondary containment or are 
programmed to have secondary containment installed.  The six (6) hydrant fuel system tanks 
each are contained by a concrete dike system. 

Runway deicing fluid (potassium acetate) is stored in two (2) 5000 gallon tanks while aircraft 
deicing fluid (propylene glycol) is stored in a 20,000 gallon tank (Type I) and a 4,000 gallon 
tank (Type IV).  A map reflecting the locations of USTs and ASTs is enclosed in Appendix C. 

3.4.3 Solid Waste Management  

Hard fill, construction debris, and inert waste generated by Grand Forks AFB are disposed of at a 
permitted off-base landfill.  All on-base household garbage and solid waste is collected by a 
contractor and transported to the Grand Forks County Landfill, which opened in 1982. 

The majority of demolition debris is disposed of at Berger Landfill (permit number IT-198) 
while municipal waste and asbestos waste is disposed of at the Grand Forks Landfill (SW-069). 

GFAFB also operates a land treatment facility (IT-183) for the remediation of petroleum-
contaminated soils (PCSs).  PCSs are generated on-base through spills, are encountered while 
excavating for various subsurface repairs, or encountered while replacing or removing 
underground storage tanks and piping.  A map reflecting the location of the land treatment 
facility is found in Appendix C. 

 
3.5  WATER RESOURCES 
 
3.5.1 Ground Water 
 
Chemical quality of ground water is dependent upon the amount and type of dissolved gases, 
minerals, and organic material leached by water from surrounding rocks as it flows from 
recharge to discharge areas.  The water table depth varies throughout the base, from a typical 1-3 
ft to 10 ft or more below the surface. 
 
Even though the Dakota Aquifer has produced more water than any other aquifer in Grand Forks 
County, the water is very saline and generally unsatisfactory for domestic and most industrial 
uses.  Its primary use is for livestock watering.  It is sodium chloride type water with total 
dissolved solids concentrations of about 4,400 ppm.  The water generally contains excessive 
chloride, iron, sulfate, total dissolved solids, and fluoride.  The water from the Dakota is highly 
toxic to most domestic plants and small grain crops, and in places, the water is too highly 
mineralized for use as livestock water (Hansen and Kume, 1970). 
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Water from wells tapping the Emerado Aquifer near Grand Forks AFB is generally of poor 
quality due to upward leakage of poor quality water from underlying bedrock aquifers.  It is 
sodium sulfate type water with excessive hardness, chloride, sulfate, and total dissolved solids. 
Water from the Lake Agassiz beach aquifers is usually of good chemical quality in Grand Forks 
County.  The water is a calcium bicarbonate type that is relatively soft.  The total dissolved 
content ranges from 308 to 1,490 ppm.  Most water from beach aquifers is satisfactory for 
industrial, livestock, and agricultural uses (Hansen and Kume, 1970). 
 
Grand Forks AFB draws 85 to 90 percent of its water for industrial, commercial and housing 
functions from the City of Grand Forks and 10 to 15 percent from Agassiz Water. 
 
3.5.2 Surface Water 
 
Natural surface water features located on or near Grand Forks AFB are the Turtle River and 
Kellys Slough National Wildlife Refuge (NWR).  Drainage from surface water channels 
ultimately flows into the Red River. 
 
The Turtle River, crossing the base boundary at the northwest corner, is very sinuous and 
generally flows in a northeasterly direction.  It receives surface water runoff from the western 
portion of Grand Forks AFB and eventually empties into the Red River of the North that flows 
north to Lake Winnipeg, Canada.  The Red River drainage basin is part of the Hudson Bay 
drainage system.  At Manvel, ND, approximately 10 miles northeast of Grand Forks AFB, the 
mean discharge of the Turtle River is 50.3 feet cubed per second (ft3/s).  Peak flows result from 
spring runoff in April and minimum flows (or no flow in some years) occur in January and 
February. 
 
NDDH has designated the Turtle River to be a Class II stream, it may be intermittent, but, when 
flowing, the quality of the water, after treatment, meets the chemical, physical, and 
bacteriological requirements of the NDDH for municipal use.  The designation also states that it 
is of sufficient quality to permit use for irrigation, for propagation of life for resident fish 
species, and for boating, swimming, and other water recreation. 
 
Kelly’s Slough NWR occupies a wide, marshy flood plain with a poorly defined stream channel, 
approximately two miles east and downstream of Grand Forks AFB.  Kellys Slough NWR 
receives surface water runoff from the east half of the base and effluent from the base sewage 
lagoons located east of the base.  Surface water flow of the slough is northeasterly into the Turtle 
River Drainage from surface water channels ultimately flowing into the Red River.  Floodplains 
are limited to an area 250 ft on either side of Turtle River (about 46 acres on base).  Appendix C 
contains a map depicting the location of floodplains and the sanitary sewage lagoons.  Any 
development in or modifications to floodplains must be coordinated with the Corps of Engineers 
and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  The North Dakota State Water 
Commission requires that any structure in the floodplain have its lowest floor above the 
identified 100-year flood level. 
 
Surface water runoff leaves Grand Forks AFB at four primary locations related to identifiable 
drainage areas on base.  The four sites are identified as northeast, northwest, west, and southeast 
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related to the base proper.  These outfalls were approved by the NDDH as stated in the Grand 
Forks AFB ND Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NDPDES) Permit NDR02-0314 
Stormwater Discharges from Industrial Activity.  Of the four outfall locations, the west and 
northwest sites flow into the Turtle River, the northeast site flows to the north ditch and the 
southeast outfall flows into the south ditch.  The latter two flow to Kellys Slough and then the 
Turtle River.  All drainage from these surface water channels ultimately flows into the Red 
River.  The Bioenvironmental Engineering Office samples the four outfall locations during 
months when de-icing activities occur on base.   
 
Kelly’s Slough National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) was established to develop and manage a 
system of wetlands and grasslands that is unique to the Red River valley.  The Refuge supports a 
diversity of wetland and grassland wildlife, while providing for wildlife-dependent recreation, 
interpretation, and education.  Kelly’s Slough NWR is located in the heart of the Red River 
valley.  The Refuge contains an intermittent stream that flows into the Turtle River, a tributary of 
the Red River. 
 
In 1936, President Franklin D. Roosevelt established Kelly’s Slough NWR "as a refuge and 
breeding ground for migratory birds and other wildlife."  Kelly’s Slough NWR is considered an 
excellent area to view migratory and breeding water birds.  Twelve species of ducks have been 
found nesting on the Refuge.  Giant Canada geese and a variety of shorebirds are also common 
on Kelly’s Slough NWR and surrounding lands.  A 3-year study initiated in 2000 documented an 
average annual population of almost 36,000 shorebirds representing 22 species.  The Refuge 
staff manages eight wetland management pools, comprising 936 acres on the Refuge and 
adjacent waterfowl production areas (WPA). The remaining uplands are predominately 
grasslands. 
 
Since the 1960s, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has been purchasing lands around 
the original Refuge with Federal Duck Stamp money and developing these into waterfowl 
production areas (WPA).  In 1991, the Service, with the help of Ducks Unlimited, began 
constructing several dikes and water control structures with funding from two North American 
Waterfowl Management Plan grants.  Recent and future land purchases are aimed at acquiring 
land needed to develop more managed pools on the Refuge. 
 
Refuge wetlands are managed to provide a variety of water depths.  Selected pools may be 
drained slowly to provide mudflats - moist soil areas with little or no vegetation.  These areas are 
attractive to most shorebirds.  Water levels in other pools are maintained throughout the summer 
months as brood-rearing habitat for nesting waterfowl.  In the fall, Refuge staff often discharge 
water from pools to make shallow staging areas for migratory birds and to make room for the 
following spring's runoff.  This management action allows the Refuge wetlands to store as much 
water as possible during peak spring flows, and reduce the potential for flooding in communities 
downstream.  
 
Refuge staff also manages upland areas on the Refuge and nearby WPA’s.  These areas consist 
mainly of introduced, cool-season grasses and forbs.  These areas are managed using prescribed 
burning, farming, and haying.  Native grasses and forbs have been re-planted on some WPA’s.  
Three islands have been constructed in two of the Refuge's managed wetlands.  These 1-acre 
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islands provide relatively safe nesting areas for species such as mallards, gadwalls, lesser scaup, 
and Canada geese.  Predator trapping is done on Refuge uplands to increase nesting success for 
ground-nesting birds.  
 
Kelly’s Slough NWR covers portions of Blooming, Lakeville and Rye Townships of Grand 
Forks County. The main parking area is 8 miles west and 3 miles north of Grand Forks, North 
Dakota. Signs on U.S. Highway 2 direct visitors to the Refuge, where there is a parking area, an 
elevated viewing platform, several informational signs, and two walking trails.   
 
School groups and individuals may use the WPA’s as outdoor year-round classrooms.  
Individuals must take care during the breeding season, May through July, to avoid damaging 
nests, plants, and other habitat.  Kelly’s Slough NWR is closed to all public access, except 
walking on the short trail system near the main observation platform. 
 
Interpretive panels are installed on two turnouts along the gravel road leading to the main 
parking area.  These turnouts are great locations for viewing wildlife.  The panels provide 
information on area wildlife and wildlife habitat.  Interpretive panels and a telescope can also be 
found on the elevated observation platform near the main parking area.  These panels provide 
information on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Refuge.  The 20-power scope is 
available for year-round use.  There is no charge for using this commercial-grade, permanently 
mounted telescope.  
 
Three short walking trails can be found on Kelly’s Slough NWR.  These trails offer the 
opportunity to view wildlife and the landscape away from roads and vehicle traffic.  Two of the 
trails originate at the main parking area.  Both of these trails are less than 1/4 mile in length and 
are about 8 feet wide, surfaced with gravel and secured with railroad ties along the edges of the 
trails.  A third similarly constructed trail lies about 2 miles north and 1 mile west of the main 
parking area.  There is a small parking area at the head of this 300-foot trail and an elevated 
viewing platform at the end of the trail.  There are no rest room facilities on the Refuge, but the 
town of Emerado and the city of Grand Forks are less than 10 miles away and offer several 
establishments with rest rooms.  
 
Hunting and trapping, in accordance with North Dakota state seasons, are permitted on WPA’s.  
Only foot travel is permitted.  Motorized traffic is strictly prohibited on Refuge lands.  
Waterfowl and white-tailed deer are the most popular species pursued in the area.  Upland game 
birds, such as Hungarian partridge and sharp-tailed grouse, are also present.  Trapping 
opportunities exist for red fox, raccoon, and muskrat.  
 
Kelly’s Slough NWR is managed by the Devils Lake Wetland Management District.  The 
District office is located in the city of Devils Lake, North Dakota at 221 2nd Street West. Devils 
Lake is located at the intersection of U.S. Highway 2 and North Dakota Highway 20, 
approximately 90 miles west of Grand Forks, North Dakota.  The District headquarters in Devils 
Lake is open from 8:00 am to 4:30 pm, Monday through Friday, except on Federal holidays.  
There is no visitor contact station at the Refuge.  The Refuge is open to allowable uses 24 hours 
daily.  Camping is prohibited.  The Refuge does not charge an entrance fee.  The Refuge does 
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not charge user fees (i.e., hunt fees, camping fees, boat launch, meeting rooms rental fees, auto 
tour fees, guided tour fees, etc.).  
 
3.5.2 Waste Water 
 

Grand Forks AFB discharges its domestic and industrial wastewater to four stabilization lagoons 
located east of the main base.  The four separate treatment cells consist of one primary treatment 
cell, two secondary treatment cells, and one tertiary treatment cell.  Wastewater effluent is 
discharged under ND Permit ND0020621 into Kellys Slough.  Wastewater discharge occurs for 
about one week, sometime between mid-April though October.  Industrial wastewater at the base 
comprises less than ten percent of the total flow to the treatment lagoons.  A map reflecting the 
location of the sanitary sewage lagoons is found in Appendix C. 

 
3.5.3   Water Quality 
 
According to the National Water Quality Inventory Report (USEPA, 1995), ND reports the 
majority of rivers and streams have good water quality.  Natural conditions, such as low flows, 
can contribute to violations of water quality standards.  During low flow periods, the rivers are 
generally too saline for domestic use.  Grand Forks AFB receives water from Grand Forks and 
Lake Agassiz Water.  The city recovers its water from the Red River and the Red Lake River, 
while the water association provides water from aquifers.  The water association recovers water 
from well systems within glacial drift aquifers (USAF, 1999).  The 319th Civil Engineer 
Squadron tests the water received on base daily for fluorine and chlorine.  The 319th 
Bioenvironmental Flight collects monthly bacteriological samples to be analyzed at the ND State 
Laboratory. 
 
3.5.4   Wetlands 
 
About 246,900 acres in the county are drained wetland Type I (wet meadow) to Type V (open 
freshwater).  Approximately 59,500 acres of wetland Type I to V are used for wetland habitat.  
Wetland Types IV and V include areas of inland saline marshes and open saline water.  Kellys 
Slough NWR occupies a wide, marshy flood plain with a poorly defined stream channel, 
approximately two miles east and downstream of Grand Forks AFB.  Kellys Slough NWR is the 
most important regional wetland area in the Grand Forks vicinity.  EO 11990 requires zero loss 
of wetlands.  Earlier surveys indicated Grand Forks AFB had 49 wetlands, covering 23.9 acres of 
wetlands, including 33 jurisdictional wetlands covering 12.2 acres.  A wetland delineation 
conducted in 2004 indicated that the base had increased to 192 wetlands containing 301 acres.  
They include one Riverine wetland totally 3 acres in Turtle River, one Palustrine Emergent 
Wetland (PEM)/Lacustrine wetland totally 47 acres, and 190 Palustrine Wetlands totally 251 
acres consisting of 32 Scrub-shrub wetlands at 76 acres, 3 Forested Wetlands at approximately 
<1 acre, and 155 Emergent Wetlands at 174 acres.  145 acres are identified as jurisdictional. 
 

Vegetation is robust at GFAFB wetlands, and they are characterized as typical prairie potholes 
found within the northern plains ecoregion.  Wetlands on Grand Forks AFB occur frequently in 
drainage ways, low-lying depressions, and potholes.  Wetlands are highly concentrated in 
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drainage ways leading from the wastewater treatment lagoons to Kellys Slough NWR.  The 
majority of wetland areas occur in the northern and central portions of base, near the runway, 
while the remaining areas are near the eastern boundary and southeastern corner of base.  A map 
reflecting the locations of wetlands and the lagoons is enclosed in Appendix C.  Development in 
or near these areas must include coordination with the ND State Water Commission and the 
USACE.  To help preserve wetlands, the North Dakota, Grand Forks County regional office of 
the Natural Resource Conservation Service recommends a 100-ft vegetated (grass) buffer with a 
perimeter filter strip. 

 
3.6   BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
3.6.1   Vegetation 
 
Plants include a large variety of naturally occurring native plants.  Hay land, wildlife 
management areas, waterfowl production areas, neighboring wildlife refuges, state parks, and 
conservation reserve program land have created excellent grassland and wetland habitats for 
wildlife in Grand Forks County.  Pastures, meadows, and other non-cultivated areas create a 
prairie-land mosaic of grasses, legumes, and wild herbaceous plants.  Included in the grasses and 
legumes vegetation species are tall wheat grass, brome grass, Kentucky bluegrass, sweet clover, 
and alfalfa.  Herbaceous plants include little bluestem, goldenrod, green needle grass, western 
wheat grass, and bluegrama.  Shrubs such as Juneberry, dogwood, hawthorn, buffaloberry, and 
snowberry also are found in the area.  In wetland areas, predominant species include Typha sp., 
smartweed, wild millet, cord grass, bulrushes, sedges, and reeds.  These habitats for upland 
wildlife and wetland wildlife attract a variety of species to the area and support many aquatic 
species. 
 
Various researchers, most associated with the University of ND, have studied current native 
floras in the vicinity of the base.  The Natural Heritage Inventory through field investigations has 
identified ten natural communities occurring in Grand Forks County (1994).  Of these, two 
communities are found within base boundaries, River/Creek and Lowland Woodland.  The 
River/Creek natural community refers to the Turtle River.  This area is characterized by 
submergent and emergent aquatic plants, green algae, diatoms, diverse invertebrate animals such 
as sponges, flatworms, nematode worms, segmented worms, snails, clams, and immature and 
adult insects, fish, amphibians, turtles, and aquatic birds and mammals.  Dominant trees in the 
Lowland Community include elm, cottonwood, and green ash.  Dutch elm disease has killed 
many of the elms.  European buckthorn (a highly invasive exotic species), chokecherry, and 
wood rose (Rosa woodsii) are common in the under story in this area.  Wood nettle (Laportea 
canadensis), stinging nettle (Urtica dioica), beggars’ ticks (Bidens frondosa), and waterleaf 
(Hydrophyllum viginianum) are typical forbes. 
 
A prairie restoration project in the “Prairie View Nature Preserve” has been developed to restore 
a part of the native tallgrass prairie that once was dominant in this region.  Plants thriving in this 
preserve include western wheatgrass, slender wheatgrass, big bluestem, little bluestem, Indian 
grass, switchgrass, blue gramma, buffalo grass, and many native wildflower species.  The Grand 
Forks AFB Natural Resources Manager installed a butterfly garden in the Prairie View Nature 
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Preserve in the fall of 2005, on National Public Lands Day. Volunteers helped plant the 1,300 
square foot garden with about 50 different perennial varieties and shrubs. 
 
Two hundred and fifty five taxa were identified in the ND Natural Heritage Inventory and the BS 
Bioserve biological inventory update for Grand Forks Air Force Base.  Two rare orchid species 
are known to exist on Grand Forks AFB, the Large and Small Yellow Lady’s Slipper, identified 
during the 2004 inventory. 
 
3.6.2 Wildlife 
 
Grand Forks County is agrarian in nature, however it does have many wildlife management 
areas, waterfowl production areas, conservation reserve program land, and recreational areas 
providing excellent habitat for local wildlife within the county.  Kellys Slough NWR is located a 
couple miles northeast of Grand Forks AFB.  In addition to being a wetland, it is a stopover point 
for thousands of migratory birds, especially shorebirds.  The Prairie Chicken Wildlife 
Management Area is located north of Mekinock and contains 1,160 acres of habitat for deer, 
sharp-tailed grouse, and game birds.  Wildlife can also be found at the Turtle River State Park, 
The Bremer Nature Trail, and the Myra Arboretum. 
 
The base supports a remarkable diversity of wildlife given its size and location within an 
agricultural matrix.  The Turtle River riparian corridor, Prairie View Nature Preserve, grassland 
areas on the west side of the base, and the lagoons to the east of the base all provide important 
habitat for native plant and wildlife species and should be conserved as such within mission 
constraints.  Many mammalian species are found on base such as the white tail deer, eastern 
cottontail, coyotes, beaver, raccoons, striped skunks, badgers, voles, gophers, shrews, mice, 
muskrat, squirrels, bats, and occasional moose and bear.   
 
One hundred seventy bird species were identified in the 2004 biological survey, many of which 
include grassland bird species.  Grassland bird populations are declining across North America 
due to huge losses of prime grassland habitat from conversion to agricultural, urban, and 
industrial development.  No other avian group has experienced such dramatic losses as grassland 
birds.  GFAFB is fortunate to support a large variety of grassland birds, many of which are listed 
on the Partners-in-Flight species of concern list, such as the grasshopper sparrow.  Large blocks 
of grassland should be conserved to protect these grassland bird species if the mission constraints 
allow it. 
 
3.6.3 Threatened and Endangered Species 
 
According to the Biological Survey Update 2004 of GFAFB, 21 state-listed birds and 1 federally 
listed bird species, 2 state-listed plant species, 1 state-listed mammal species, and 1 state-listed 
amphibian have been identified at GFAFB. The base does have infrequent use by migratory 
threatened and endangered species, such as the bald eagle, but there are no critical or significant 
habitats for those species present.  Several rare and state-listed species have been observed on 
base near Turtle River, the lagoons, and the grassland to the west of the airfield.  The ESA does 
require that Federal Agencies not jeopardize the existence of a threatened or endangered species 
nor destroy or adversely modify designated critical habitat for threatened or endangered species. 
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3.7 SOCIOECONOMIC RESOURCES 
 
Grand Forks County is primarily an agricultural region and, as part of the Red River Valley, is 
one of the worlds most fertile.  Cash crops include sugar beets, beans, corn, barley, and oats.  
The valley ranks first in the nation in the production of potatoes, spring wheat, sunflowers, and 
durum wheat.  Grand Forks County’s population in 2000 was 66,109, a decrease of 6.5 percent 
from the 1990 population of 70,638 (ND State Data Center, No Date).  Grand Forks County’s 
annual mean wage in Oct 2001 was $26,715 (Job Service of ND, 2001).  Grand Forks AFB is 
one of the largest employers in Grand Forks County.  As of Sep 2005, Grand Forks AFB had 
2,665 active duty military members and 398 civilian employees.  The total annual economic 
impact for Grand Forks AFB is $353,592,679. 
 
3.8 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 
According to the Grand Forks AFB Cultural Resources Management Plan, there are no 
archeological sites that are potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP).  A total of six archeological sites and six archeological find spots have been identified 
on the base.  They include abandoned farmsteads and isolated historical artifacts.  None meet the 
criteria of eligibility of the NRHP established in 36 CFR 60.4.  There is no evidence for Native 
American burial grounds, or other culturally sensitive areas.  Paleosols (soil that developed on a 
past landscape) remain a management concern requiring Section 106 compliance.  
Reconnaissance-level archival and archeological surveys of Grand Forks AFB conducted by the 
University of ND in 1989 indicated that there are no facilities (50 years or older) that possess 
historical significance.  The base is currently consulting with the ND Historical Society on the 
future use of eight Cold War Era facilities.  These are buildings 313, 606, 703, 704, 705, 706, 
707, and 714.  A map of cultural resource survey areas and the probability to occur is found in 
Appendix B. 
 
3.9 LAND USE 
 
Land use in Grand Forks County consists primarily of cultivated crops with remaining land used 
for pasture and hay, urban development, recreation, and wildlife habitat.  Principal crops are 
spring wheat, barley, sunflowers, potatoes, and sugar beets.  Turtle River State Park, developed 
as a recreation area in Grand Forks County, is located about five miles west of the base.  Several 
watershed protection dams are being developed for recreation activities including picnicking, 
swimming, and ball fields.  Wildlife habitat is very limited in the county.  Kellys Slough NWR 
(located about two miles east of the base) and the adjacent National Waterfowl Production Area 
are managed for wetland wildlife and migratory waterfowl, but they also include a significant 
acreage of open land wildlife habitat. 
 
The main base encompasses 5,420 acres, of which the USAF owns 4,830 acres and another 590 
acres are lands containing easements, permits, and licenses.  Improved grounds, consisting of all 
covered area (under buildings and sidewalks), land surrounding base buildings, the 9-hole golf 
course, recreational ball fields, and the family housing area, encompass 1,120 acres.  Semi-
improved grounds, including the airfield, fence lines and ditch banks, skeet range, and riding 
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stables account for 1,390 acres.  The remaining 2,910 acres of the installation consist of 
unimproved grounds.  These areas are comprised of woodlands, open space, and wetlands, 
including four lagoons (180.4 acres) used for the treatment of base wastewater.  Agricultural out 
leased land (1,040 acres) is also classified as unimproved.  Land use at the base is solely urban in 
nature, with residential development to the south and cropland, hayfields, and pastures to the 
north, west, and east of the base. 
 
3.10   TRANSPORATION SYSTEMS 
 
Seven thousand vehicles per day travel ND County Road B3 from Grand Forks AFB’s east gate 
to the US Highway 2 Interchange (Clayton, 2001).  Two thousand vehicles per day use the off-
ramp from US Highway 2 onto ND County Road B3 (Dunn, 2001).  US Highway 2, east of the 
base interchange, handles 10,800 vehicles per day.  (Kingsley and Kuntz, 2001).  A four lane 
arterial road has a capacity of 6,000 vehicles per hour and a two lane, 3,000, based on the 
average capacity of 1,500 vehicles per hour per lane.  Roadways adjacent to Grand Forks AFB 
are quite capable of accommodating existing traffic flows (USAF, 2001a). 
 
Grand Forks AFB has good traffic flow even during peak hours (6-8 am and 4-6 pm).  There are 
two gates:  the main gate located off of County Road B3, about one mile north of U.S.  Highway 
2 and the Secondary Gate located off of U.S.  Highway 2, about 3/4 mile west of County Road 
B3.  The main gate is connected to Steen Boulevard (Blvd), which is the main east-west road, 
and serves the passenger traffic; and the south gate is connected to Eielson Street (St), which is 
the main north-south road and serves the truck traffic. 
 
3.11   AIRSPACE/AIRFIELD OPERATIONS 
 
3.11.1   Aircraft Safety 
 
Bird Aircraft Strike Hazard (BASH) is a major safety concern for military aircraft.  Collision 
with birds may result in aircraft damage and aircrew injury, which may result in high repair costs 
or loss of the aircraft.  A BASH hazard exists at Grand Forks AFB and its vicinity, due to 
resident and migratory birds.  Daily and seasonal bird movements create various hazardous 
conditions.  Although BASH problems are minimal, Kellys Slough NWR is a major stopover for 
migratory birds.  Canadian Geese and other large waterfowl have been seen in the area (USAF, 
2001b). 
 
3.11.2   Airspace Compatibility 
 
The primary objective of airspace management is to ensure the best possible use of available 
airspace to meet user needs and to segregate requirements that are incompatible with existing 
airspace or land uses.  The Federal Aviation Administration has overall responsibility for 
managing the nation’s airspace and constantly reviews civil and military airspace needs to ensure 
all interests are compatibly served to the greatest extent possible.  Airspace is regulated and 
managed through use of flight rules, designated aeronautical maps, and air traffic control 
procedures and separation criteria. 
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3.12   SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH 
 
Safety and occupational health issues include one-time and long-term exposure.  Examples 
include asbestos/radiation/chemical exposure, explosives safety quantity-distance, and 
bird/wildlife aircraft hazard.  Safety issues include injuries or deaths resulting from a one-time 
accident.  Aircraft Safety includes information on birds/wildlife aircraft hazards and the BASH 
program.  Health issues include long-term exposure to chemicals such as mercury, asbestos and 
lead-based paint.  Safety and occupational health concerns could impact personnel working on 
the project and in the surrounding area. 
 
The National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) of the CAA 
designates asbestos as HAP.  OSHA provides worker protection for employees who work around 
or asbestos containing material (ACM).  Regulated ACM (RACM) includes thermal system 
insulation (TSI), any surfacing material, and any friable asbestos material.  Non-regulated 
Category I non-friable ACM includes floor tile and joint compound. 
 
Lead exposure can result from paint chips or dust or inhalation of lead vapors from torch-cutting 
operations.  This exposure can affect the human nervous system.  Due to the size of children, 
exposure to lead-based paint is especially dangerous to small children.  OSHA considers all 
painted surfaces in which lead is detectable to have a potential for occupational health exposure. 
 
3.13   ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
 
3.13.1   Environmental Restoration Program 
 

The Environmental Restoration Program (ERP) is the AF’s environmental restoration program 
based on the CERCLA.  CERCLA provides for Federal agencies with the authority to inventory, 
investigate, and clean up uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste sites.  There are seven ERP 
sites at Grand Forks AFB.  These sites are identified as potentially impacted by past hazardous 
material or hazardous waste activities.  They are the Fire Training Area/Old Sanitary Landfill 
Area, FT-02; New Sanitary Landfill Area, LF-03; Strategic Air Ground Equipment (SAGE) 
Building 306, ST-04; Explosive Ordnance Detonation Area, OT-05; Refueling Ramps and Pads, 
Base Tanks Area, ST-06; POL Off-Loading Area, ST-07; and Refueling Ramps and Pads, ST-08 
(USAF, 1997b).  Two sites are considered closed, OT-05 and ST-06.  ST-08 has had a remedial 
investigation/feasibility study (RI/FS) completed and the rest are in long-term monitoring.  
Grand Forks AFB is not on the National Priorities List (NPL).   A map reflecting the locations of 
ERP and Solid Waste Management Unit (SWMU) sites is enclosed in Appendix C. 

The North Dakota State list of CERCLA sites includes Grand Forks AFB, and Grand Forks 
locations Defense Fuel Support Point, Williams Pipeline Company 1 mile east of Junction Hwy 
212 & 81, UND Radioactive Waste Site 14 miles west, AGSCO Landfill on North Mill Road, 
Haynes Warehouse at 5 miles west and 2 miles south, Kittson & DeMers Town Gas, and 1st Ave 
S & Cottonwood Town Gas.  The nearest site is GFAFB at 4 miles.   

In September 1993, the US EPA, Region VIII Superfund Program submitted a Site Inspection to 
the Department on Grand Forks Air Force Base. The report identified solid waste management 
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units at the Base. Many of these units were being addressed under the Installation Restoration 
Program being conducted by the Department of Defense.  Grand Forks Air Force Base is a 
RCRA-permitted facility. The Department modified the RCRA permit to include the corrective 
action provisions. Many of the units that were identified in earlier work were identified for 
corrective actions under the state- issued RCRA permit. Work is progressing in stages as funding 
for corrective actions and other management activities becomes available from DOD.  In early 
1996, EPA proposed to list GFAFB on the National Priorities List of CERCLA sites (NPL). EPA 
is currently under a moratorium and cannot add any additional sites to the NPL without the 
recommendation of the governor of the location state.  As of June 20, 1996, neither the 
Department nor the Governor of North Dakota has indicated any desire to place GFAFB on the 
NPL. 

In November 1994, the US EPA, Region VIII Superfund Program authorized its ARCS 
Contactor (Morrison Knudsen Corporation) to prepare a sampling plan for the AGSCO landfill 
site on North Mill Road  The contractor prepared the plan, which was approved by EPA in 
March 1995.  In May 1995, the sampling event was conducted. EPA submitted the Analytical 
Results Report to the Department in October 1995.  The report identified that there was some 
level of pesticide contamination discovered in the English Coulee and the Red River sediment 
samples.  Based upon the information in the report, EPA chose to leave the site file open and 
active.  If any concerns are generated in the future, the site may be re-evaluated.  As of June 20, 
1996, the Department has not undertaken any actions or site characterizations which would 
require further EPA actions or involvement. 
 
3.13.2 Geological Resources 
 
3.13.2.1 Physiography and Topography 
 
The topography of Grand Forks County ranges from broad, flat plains to gently rolling hills that 
were produced mainly by glacial activity.  Local relief rarely exceeds 100 ft in one mile, and, in 
parts of the lake basin, less than five ft in one mile. 
 
Grand Forks AFB is located within the Central Lowlands physiographic province.  The 
topography of Grand Forks County, and the entire Red River Valley, is largely a result of the 
former existence of Glacial Lake Agassiz, which existed in this area during the melting of the 
last glacier, about 12,000 years ago (Stoner et al., 1993).  The eastern four-fifths of Grand Forks 
County, including the base, lies in the Agassiz Lake Plain District, which extends westward to 
the Pembina escarpment in the western portion of the county.  The escarpment separates the 
Agassiz Lake Plain District from the Drift Plain District to the west.  Glacial Lake Agassiz 
occupied the valley in a series of recessive lake stages, most of which were sufficient duration to 
produce shoreline features inland from the edge of the lake.  Prominent physiographic features of 
the Agassiz Lake Plain District are remnant lake plains, beaches, inter-beach areas, and delta 
plains.  Strandline deposits, associated with fluctuating lake levels, are also present and are 
indicated by narrow ridges of sand and gravel that typically trend northwest-southwest in Grand 
Forks County. 
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Grand Forks AFB lies on a large lake plain in the eastern portion of Grand Forks County.  The 
lake plain is characterized by somewhat poorly drained flats and swells, separated by poorly 
drained shallow swells and sloughs (Doolittle et al., 1981).  The plain is generally level, with 
local relief being less that one foot.  Land at the base is relatively flat; with elevations ranging 
from 880 to 920 ft mean sea level (MSL) and averaging about 890 ft MSL.  The land slopes to 
the north at less than 12 ft per mile. 
 
3.13.2.2  Soil Type Condition 
 
Soils consist of the Gilby loam series that are characterized by deep, somewhat poorly drained, 
moderately to slowly permeable soils in areas between beach ridges.  The loam can be found 
from 0 to 12 inches.  From 12 to 26 inches, the soil is a mixture of loam, silt loam, and very fine 
sandy loam.  From 26 to 60 inches, the soil is loam and clay loam. 
 
3.13.3   Pesticide Management 
 
Pesticides are handled at various facilities including Environmental Controls, Golf Course 
Maintenance, and Grounds Maintenance.  Other organizations assist in the management of 
pesticides and monitoring or personnel working with pesticides.  Primary uses are for weed and 
mosquito control.  Herbicides, such as picloram, nonselective glyphosate and 2, 4-D are used to 
maintain areas on base.  Military Public Health and Bioenvironmental Engineering provide 
information on the safe handling, storage, and use of pesticides.  Military Public Health 
maintains records on all pesticide applicators.  The Fire Department on-base provides emergency 
response in the event of a spill, fire, or similar type incident. 
 
3.14 ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
 
Environmental justice addresses the minority and low-income characteristics of the area, in this 
case Grand Forks County.  The county is more than 93 percent Caucasian, 2.3 percent Native 
American, 1.4 percent African-American, 1 percent Asian/Pacific Islander, less than 1 percent 
Other, and 1.6 percent “Two or more races”.  In comparison, the US is 75.2 percent Caucasian, 
12.3 African-American, 0.9 percent Native American or Native Alaskan, 3.6 percent Asian, 0.1 
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander, 5.5 percent Other, and 2.4 percent “Two or more races”.  
Approximately 12.5 percent of the county’s population is below the poverty level in comparison 
to 13.3 percent of the state (US Bureau of the Census, 2002).  There are few residences and no 
concentrations of low-income or minority populations around Grand Forks AFB.
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 
 
4.1 INTRODUCTION 
 
The effects of the proposed action and the alternatives on the affected environment are discussed 
in this section.  The project involves demolition of building 934 on Grand Forks AFB. 
 
4.2   AIR QUALITY 
 
4.2.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
 The no action alternative would not impact air quality. 
 
4.2.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
No long-term effects; however short term effects involve heavy construction equipment 
emissions (not a concern as they are mobile sources) and fugitive dust (mentioned on our Title V 
permit). Air Quality is considered good and the area is in attainment for all criteria pollutants. 
Fugitive emissions from demolition activities are expected to be below the regulatory threshold 
and would be managed in accordance with NDAC 33-15-17-03. Best management practices 
(BMPs) to reduce fugitive emissions would be implemented to reduce the amount of these 
emissions. 
 
4.2.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.3   NOISE 
 
4.3.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact noise generation. 
 
4.3.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
The short-term operation of heavy equipment in the demolition area would generate additional 
noise.  These noise impacts would exist only during operations and would cease after 
completion.  The increase in noise from activities would be negligible. 
 
4.3.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
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4.4 WASTES, HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, AND STORED FUELS 
 
4.4.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact hazardous or solid waste generation. 
 
4.4.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
The increase in hazardous and solid wastes from demolition of building 934 would be temporary.  
An approximate 106,000 pounds of debris would be generated.  Solid waste debris would be 
disposed of in approved location, such as the Grand Forks Municipal Landfill, which is located 
within 8 miles of the proposed site.  The flat, asphalt roof in Building 934 is assumed to be non-
friable, non-regulated, asbestos-containing-material.  All solid waste materials would be 
managed and transported in accordance with the state’s solid and hazardous waste rules.  
Appropriate efforts to reduce, reuse and/or recycle waste materials are encouraged by the State 
of North Dakota.  Inert waste should be segregated from non-inert waste, where possible, to 
reduce the cost of waste management.  There is potential that nearby farmsteads would have 
storage tanks and containers of petroleum products, farm chemicals, and other hazardous 
materials.  Provided best management practices are followed, there should have no impact on the 
demolition of 934. 
 
4.4.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.5 WATER RESOURCES 
 
4.5.1 Alternative 1 (No Action Alternative) 
 
The no action alternative would have no impact on groundwater, surface water, wastewater, 
water quality, or wetlands. 
 
4.5.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Alternative) 
 
Groundwater:  Provided best management practices are followed, there would be minimal 
impacts on ground water. 
 
Surface Water:  Surface water quality could be degraded, both in the short-term, during actual 
construction, in the immediate area.  The short-term effects come from possible erosion 
contributing to turbidity of runoff and possible contamination from spills or leaks from 
construction equipment.  The contractor must utilize effective methods to control surface water 
runoff and minimize erosion.  Proper stabilization and seeding the site immediately upon 
completion of the construction would provide beneficial vegetation, controlling erosion.  
Provided best management practices are utilized during design and construction, negative 
surface water impacts should be minimal.  There is a road side ditch on the south side of the area, 
so close attention must be made to grading the slope correctly to allow proper water flow.  
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Wastewater:  The proposed action would have no impact on wastewater. 
 
Water Quality:  Provided containment needs are met and best management practices are used, 
the proposed action would have minimal impact to water quality. 
 
Wetlands:  There are no wetlands in this area.  The Kelly’s Slough Wildlife Refuge is two miles 
north and northwest of the area.  Activity in any wetlands cannot occur without a Clean Water 
Act section 404 permit from the Army Corps of Engineers.  No dumping, filling, dredging, or 
changing of the wetland hydrologic structure is permitted without a permit.  The proposed action 
would have no direct impact on wetlands provided BMP’s are utilized during design and 
construction.  There is a road side ditch on the south side of the area, so close attention must be 
made to grading the slope correctly to allow proper water flow.  
 
4.5.3 Alternative 3  
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action.   
 
4.6 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
4.6.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact wildlife, vegetation, or other biological resources.    
 
4.6.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
Vegetation:  BMPs and control measures, including covering of stockpiles and drain openings, 
would be implemented to ensure that impacts to biological resources be kept to a minimum.  The 
amount of vegetation disturbed would be kept to the minimum required to complete the action.  
Disturbed areas should be re-established with native vegetation.  There would be a short-term 
minimal loss of vegetation from demolition activities, and a gain of the building footprint that is 
to be reseeded to grass. 
 
Noxious Weeds:  Public law 93-629 mandates control of noxious weeds.  Limit possible weed 
seed transport from infested areas to non-infested sites.  Avoid activities in or adjacent to heavily 
infested areas or remove seed sources and propagules from site prior to conducting activities, or 
limit operations to non-seed producing seasons.  Wash or otherwise remove all vegetation and 
soil from equipment before transporting to a new site.  Mitigate activities which expose the soil 
by covering the area with weed seed free mulch and/or seed the area with native species. 
Covering the soil would reduce the germination of weed seeds, maintain soil moisture, and 
minimize erosion.  If any fill material is used, it should be from a weed-free source.  
 
Wildlife:  Demolition would have minimal impacts to wildlife.  These areas provide foraging 
habitat for small mammals, such as mice and rabbits.  The area is improved and frequently 
maintained by the utilities maintenance personnel.  Due to the abundance and mobility of these 
species and the profusion of similar landscaped areas in the general vicinity, any wildlife 
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disturbed would be able to find similar habitat in the local area. 
 
Threatened or Endangered Species:  According to the Biological Surveys of 1994 and 2004, and 
bird surveys of 2001, 2004, and 2005, Grand Forks AFB has 56 bird species of concern: 1 
federally threatened, 8 state threatened and endangered, 29 state species of concern, 17 USFWS 
birds of conservation concern, and 22 DOD partners-in-flight species.  In addition, referencing 
the 1994 and 2004 biological surveys, there are 2 state-listed plant species, 1 state-listed 
mammal species, and 1 state-listed amphibian identified at GFAFB.  The only federally 
threatened species existing in Grand Forks County are the bald eagle and the gray wolf.  These 
species are generally transients in the area, and the proposed site contains no federally listed 
habitat.  These species should not be affected by the proposed action.   
 
4.6.3 Alternative 3 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.7 SOCIOECONOMIC RESOURCES 
 
4.7.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact socioeconomics. 
 
4.7.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
Secondary retail purchases would make an additional contribution to the local communities.  The 
implementation of the proposed action, therefore, would provide a short-term, minimal 
beneficial impact to local retailers during the demolition phase of the project. 
 
4.7.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.8 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 
4.8.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact cultural resources.  
 
4.8.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
The proposed action has little potential to impact cultural resources.  In the unlikely event any 
such artifacts were discovered during the construction activities, the contractor would be 
instructed to halt construction and immediately notify Grand Forks AFB civil engineers who 
would notify the State Historic Preservation Officer.  The building is nearly old enough for 
National Historic Preservation Act eligibility determination, but has no historical importance or 
significance.  A notice of demolition to the SHPO to solicit any comments must be completed 
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before the building is demolished.  Correspondence with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
will be accomplished to coordinate a No Historic Properties Affected determination. 
 
4.8.3 Alternative 3 
 
Alternative impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.9 LAND USE 
 
4.9.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not have an impact on land use.  
 
4.9.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
The proposed operation would change the land use from site of an industrial building to an open 
area with potential for another use.  The disposition of the land is not addressed in the proposed 
action. 
  
4.9.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.10   TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 
 
4.10.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The action would not impact transportation. 
 
4.10.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
The proposed action would have minimal adverse impact to transportation systems due to 
vehicles traveling to and from building 934 during demolition.   
 
4.10.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.11   AIRSPACE/AIRFIELD OPERATIONS 
 
4.11.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact aircraft safety or airspace compatibility. 
 
4.11.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
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The proposed action would not impact aircraft safety or airspace compatibility. 
 
4.11.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.12   SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH 
 
4.12.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact safety and occupational health. 
 
4.12.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
The proposed action would have minimal impact on safety and occupational health.  Participants 
are required to wear appropriate personnel protective equipment (PPE).   
 
4.12.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
4.13   ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
 
4.13.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact ERP Sites or geological resources.   
 
4.13.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
ERP:  The proposed action would not impact ERP Sites.  The State list of CERCLA sites 
includes Grand Forks AFB, and Grand Forks locations Defense Fuel Support Point, Williams 
Pipeline Company 1 mile east of Junction Hwy 212 & 81, UND Radioactive Waste Site 14 miles 
west, AGSCO Landfill on North Mill Road, Haynes Warehouse at 5 miles west and 2 miles 
south, Kittson & DeMers Town Gas, and 1st Ave S & Cottonwood Town Gas.  The nearest site is 
GFAFB at 4 miles. 
 
Geology: The proposed action would not impact geological resources.  
 
Pesticides:  No pesticides would be used during the demolition of building 934. 
 
4.13.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action.   
 
4.14   ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
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4.14.1 Alternative 1 (No Action) 
 
The no action alternative would not impact environmental justice. 
 
4.14.2 Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) 
 
EO 12898 requires federal agencies to identify and address, as appropriate, disproportionately 
high and adverse human health or environmental effects of their programs, policies, and 
activities on minority and low-income populations.  There are no minority or low-income 
populations in the area of the proposed action or alternatives, and, thus, there would be no 
disproportionately high or adverse impact on such populations. 
 
4.14.3 Alternative 3 
 
Impacts would be similar to those generated under the proposed action. 
 
 
4.15   INDIRECT AND CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 
 
The short-term increases in air emissions and noise during demolition and the impacts predicted 
for other resource areas, would not be significant when considered cumulatively with other 
ongoing and planned activities at Grand Forks AFB and nearby off-base areas.  The cumulative 
impact of the Proposed Action or Alternative with other ongoing activities in the area would 
produce an increase in solid waste generation; however, the increase would be limited to the 
timeframe of each project.  The area landfills used for construction and demolition debris do not 
have capacity concerns, and could readily handle the solid waste generated by the various 
projects. 
 
4.16   UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 
 
The proposed action and alternatives would involve the use of demolition related vehicles, and 
their short-term impacts on noise, air quality, and traffic are unavoidable. 
 
4.17   RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM USES AND ENHANCEMENT OF 
LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY 
 
The proposed action and alternatives would involve the use of previously developed areas.  No 
croplands, pastureland, wooded areas, or wetlands would be modified or affected as a result of 
implementing the Proposed Action and, consequently, productivity of the area would not be 
degraded.   
 
4.18   IRREVERSIVLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES 
 
Under the proposed action, fuels, manpower, economic resources, and other recovery materials 
related to the demolition of building 934 would be irreversibly lost. 
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5.0 LIST OF PREPARERS 
 
 
Steve Braun 
USTs and Special Programs 
319 CES/CEVC 
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 
Everett “Gene” Crouse 
Chief, Airfield Management 
319 OSS OSAA 
695 Steen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 
Diane Strom 
NEPA/EIAP Program 
319 CES/CEVA 
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 
Mark Hanson, Attorney 
Chief, General Law 
319 ARW/JA 
460 Steen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 
Gary Johnson 
Ground Safety Manager 
319 ARW/SEG 
679 4th Avenue (Ave) 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 
Chris Klaus 
Water Programs Manager 
319 CES/CEVC 
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 
 
Heidi Nelson 
Community Planner 
319 CES/CECP 
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 

Larry Olderbak 
Environmental Restoration Manager 
319 CES/CEVR 
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 
Gary Raknerud  
Chief, Pollution Prevention 
319 CES/CEVP 
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 
 
Kristen Rundquist 
Natural Resources/Air Program Manager 
319 CES/CEVC 
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 

 
 

Jeffrey L McClellan, 2d Lt, USAF, BSC 
Bioenvironmental Engineer  
Bioenvironmental Engineering Flight  
319AMDS/SGGB 
1599 J St 
Grand Forks AFB ND  58205 



 

6.0 LIST OF AGENCIES AND PERSONS CONSULTED AND/OR PROVIDED 
COPIES 
 
Dr. Terry Dwelle 
State Health Officer 
North Dakota Department of Health 
600 East Boulevard Ave 
Bismarck ND 58505-0200 
 
Mr. Terry Steinwand 
Commissioner 
North Dakota Game and Fish 
100 North Bismarck Expressway 
Bismarck ND 58501 
 
Mr. Merlan E. Paaverud 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
State Historical Society of North Dakota 
612 East Boulevard Ave 
Bismarck ND  58505-0200 
 
Mr. Larry Knudtson, Planning 
North Dakota State Water Commission 
900 E Boulevard Ave, Dept 770 
Bismarck ND  58505-0850 
 
Mr. Jeffrey Towner 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
3425 Miriam Avenue 
Bismarck ND  58501 
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APPENDIX A 
LOCATION MAP – GRAND FORKS AFB 

AND 
LOCATION MAP OF BUILDING 934  



Grand Forks AFB, ND

Grand Forks AFB

North Dakota

Minnesota

State Boundary



Booster Station is located along north side of Highway 2 between Grand Forks AFB and city of Grand Forks



Nearby farmsteads are ½ mile west, ¾ mile south, and one mile east of Booster Station



Booster Station is 1.5 mile south and SW of Kelly Slough Wildlife Refuge



Booster Station is 4.2 mile East of the GFAFB and Emerado exit; and five miles west of GF Airport exit.
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APPENDIX B 
CULTURAL RESOURCE PROBABILITY MAP 
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APPENDIX C 
ENVIRONMENTAL SITE MAP 
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PREVIOUS EDITIONS OF BOTH FORMS ARE OBSOLETE .

PAGE 1 OF
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PAGE(S)

REQUEST FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS Report Control Symbol
RCS. 2005-050

INSTRUCTIONS : Section I to be completed by Proponent; Sections Il and Ill to be completed by Environmental Planning Function . Continue on separate sheetsas necessary . Reference appropriate item number(s) .

SECTION I - PROPONENT INFORMATION

1 . TO (Environmental Planning Function) 2. FROM (Proponent organization and functional address symbol) 2a . TELEPHONE NO .
319 CES/CEVA 319 CES/CEOIU 701-747-5200

3. TITLE OF PROPOSED ACTION

Demolish building 934
4. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION (Identify decision to be made and need date)

The purpose of this project is to demolish Building 934 and its associated subsurface piping, which would eliminate required
weekly facility inspections and the need to secure and maintain the facility . See reverse .
5. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES (DOPAA) (Provide sufficient details for evaluation of the total action .)

Building 934, its foundation, all plumbing and piping, subsurface piping, fence and gate will be demolished and removed from the
site. See reverse .
6. PROPONENT APPROVAL (Name and Grade)

MARY C. GILTNER, GM-13
Deputy Base Civil Engineer

6a. SIGNATURE

GA UJ
6b. DATE

I ` 11 'Vdo
SECTION II - PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL SURVEY . (Check appr riate box and describe potential environmental effects

Including cumulative effects.) (+ = positive effect; 0 = no effect; - = dverse effect; U= unknown effect)
0 - U

7. AIR INSTALLATION COMPATIBLE USE ZONE/LAND USE (Noise, accident potential, encroachment, etc.) 04

8 . AIR QUALITY (Emissions, attainment status, state implementation plan, etc.) ~~

9. WATER RESOURCES (Quality, quantity, source, etc .) ~~

10. SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH (Asbestos/radiation/chemical exposure, explosives safety quantity-distance, bird/wildlife
aircraft hazard, etc.)

11 . HAZARDOUS MATERIALS/WASTE(Use/storage/generation, solid waste, etc.) ~~

12 . BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (Wetlands/floodplains, threatened or endangered species, etc.) ~~

13. CULTURAL RESOURCES (Native American burial sites, archaeological, historical, etc .) ~~

14. GEOLOGY AND SOILS (Topography, minerals, geothermal, Installation Restoration Program, seismicity, etc .) F

15. SOCIOECONOMIC (Employment/population projections, school and local fiscal impacts, etc.) `~

16. OTHER (Potential impacts not addressed above .) -'

SECTION III - ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS DETERMINATION

17 .

	

PROPOSED ACTION QUALIFIES FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (CATEX) #

	

OR
@4 PROPOSED ACTION DOES NOT QUALIFY FOR A CATEX ; FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS IS REQUIRED.

18. REMARKS

This action is not "regionally significant" and does not require a conformity determination in accordance with 40 CFR 93 .153(1) .
The total emission of criteria pollutants from the proposed action are below the de minimus thresholds and less than 10 percent of
the Air Quality Region's planning inventory .

19. ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING FUNCTION CERTIFICATION
(Name and Grade)

WAYNE A. KOOP, R.E.M ., GM-13
Environmental Management Flight Chief

19a. SIGNATURE 19b. DATE

IdXya



Block 4:  Purpose and Need for Action

4.1 Purpose:  
The purpose of this project is to demolish Building 934 and its associated subsurface piping, fencing and gate.  The cinder block
structure is 24' 8" x 24' 8".  Building 934 no longer serves its original purpose as a booster station for the base drinking water
supply.  With the construction of the airport booster station and clear well at the Grand Forks water treatment plant, the city of
Grand Forks has adequate facilities and back up facilities to provide an uninterupted drinking water supply to the base.

4.2 Need for Action: 
Building 934 is not needed to supply water to the base and has not been used since the city of Grand Forks completed its upgrades
to their water distribution system.  Due to its location north of Highway 2 between Grand Forks AFB and the airport, four miles
east of County Road 3 & U.S. 2 junction, the building potentially poses a security risk to the base's drinking water supply system. 
The structure is a liability to the Utilities shop due to required weekly facility inspections and the need to secure and maintain the
facility.  

Block 5:  Description of Proposed Action and Alternatives
5.1 No Action Alternative A:  
Under the no action alternative, Building 934 would remain abandoned in place.  Utility personnel would continue to do weekly
inspections of the facility and maintain the exterior for asthetic reasons only.  The facility would continue to remain unused for
water distribution purposes and serve no use to the base water supply system.  The base would continue the maintenance liability
and square footage authorization that could be better used for other utility facilities.

5.2 Proposed Action B:  
Under the proposed action, Building 934, its foundation, all plumbing and piping, subsurface piping, fence and gate will be
demolished and removed from the site.  Blind flanges will be installed on the 14" inlet and outlet lines to the facility as indicated
on the attached drawing.   Excess fill material needed will be native soil and a restoration of the facililty footprint with native
vegetation will be completed.  Estimated fill material needed is under 20 cubic yards.  GFAFB would lose the maintenance liability 
and gain square footage for other utility facilities.

5.3 Alternative Action C:  
The government owns 0.06 acres (2,614 square feet) of land that Building 934 is on.  The cinder block structure is 24' 8" x 24' 8".  
The pumps, piping, electrical and plumbing works inside the facility could be removed and capped and the structure could
potentially be used by another user on base or leased to the adjacent land owner.  GFAFB would maintain the maintenance liability
and square footage authorization that could be better used for other utility facilities.

5.4  Decision:  
Grand Forks AFB must decide whether or not to demolish Building 934.  The facility serves no purpose to the base water
distribution system.  The city of Grand Forks has adequate water distribution and back up capabilities to supply the base with treated
drinking water.   

5.5  Permits:  Demolition permit.

(IMT-V1) 

AF FORM 813, SEP 99, CONTINUATION SHEET 

PAGE OF PAGE(S) 
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750087 31Mar75 Water Line Tract # 200 0 .069 . 00
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s, door covenant with the said parLY. . .Y ci the sec
___?ham anda that it is eiIseized in ice of the lands and prciniscs .

and has good right to sc11 and convey the same in manner and form aforesaid; and that the me are free
all incuiibrances, except installments of special assessments or assessments for special improyematsi
have not been certified to the County Auditor for

;-

	

-

	

;

of t1s seconu sr _:s 5

	

5Z._3W1 and assigns against all psrns lawfu]1} c]lusxnng or
the s hal e or my par' the-eG' the said party 01 1 C

	

part U1t WtRiU. NT and DEPE ' D
3\ TESTflJO'Y V. ERFOY The said parts of the first part has caused thcse

eucto bC :. td i n its corpo ate nameby
ad ii

	

C t

	

,

	

cozpcmtc scan to ~+a:
'F a 'd Ib i' .i a inJ rear r ab, v o:tress .

mFesenceof

	

1
-

	

I

-

	

I

	

1ty_ Aud1to



PoC1zmenf /
UJLrt' ~Y Deed-

Pq

6

rtt

	

apt Mi{"1H+}

	

Y.•Y(t:`f.S+~s : .y •_~,j .,:~rs

y.

STATE OF	:: . .N~.rtih. : ..D1k.ota	

OOUN FY. 0)!'., . :. .•. , ..(xfACl d .. .k AX:k u	cs

	 :.. : .:	:	

On tlrle. . . .•	~ .G .t}i	day of	1 u7 y	M	A. D.heforu mo,

_	: ._: .w ._ .(iardop_.f aldis	 c	

in .ad for Bald County and State, personally appeared C

to 'mo .k;nown (provod4 to me on the oath of	•_	•, ,,	) to be the

„fAt~y; ~ixr?d 4Cit Auditor of the corporat(on that le drxrrlherl In, gad that oxertntad

tho'foret rlng Inatnnnont y cad acknowledged to me that such eorpora(on execut .`iJ the earn .

i~_

Ma 1

	

Brand Forks .County,~ Norlat llukots
y commipeion'exp(ic	_

	

Y	19..Z~.w	

Au~ 1µ'I(7 I,~t( L1 r) N lck .L I'+'

tdNquvul Taxn : nuJ SP'•t i,lA : :rosnitnls
urlnsullmrnts .t ~I's.i:i Il's Wtul: tad
*ad't'h . Iur I ii d .

DES. 21914

'-'

	

_unnuti

ac(+urr

.r

a ;'

	

~'3

	

r

	

i'Il
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Awk 1:•.3 • Miscl,'
'''MS INDENTURE,

	

;ie and c •titered 'nto by . and bt ,tween the
CITY

	

GRAND FORKS,, i. ET11 DAKOTA, a :-tniaipal Corp . ration ;
herein tftoi' refei'i'ca(.A

	

as C} .tiy, and L:te UNITED STA'.- .-; :3 O[
AMl:RT', ~1, hereinafter'-, -ferred lo as t1a~ United State wi.tnesse

i,Qerr gnat -fern-~ -eorrrE :c

	

am of one-de-1le" and-

	

. .
good : .nd ..valuable con deratior: to it in hand paid i',? the United.
S.Late , 'receipt' where : .' is her ::by ach'un+lx ..lt;ed, the Cityy does;
hereby give . . and' grant,_ a perpetuity to said United "tates''the
right ;•eprivilege:,and : -thority to maln' .ain, repair, reconstritetr:

Wand operate.:ra : water bc . .~oter • stt'tinrr arl hater line, together
with, w1l ; oepg; ary ; appvtrtenanc s thereto, in, under and 'through : ;
the-"piroperty :':o'1 said .: : ; ty. clesci •ibed as follows :

;1tract ; : :o

	

and

	

in the NE 1/4 NE-i/4 of
,rp . ; 151 N •.; .;' Rt;e • 50 W . , 5th P . N . , said tract being

Geseribed':as .fu). . ors :

P.eginning', .at a pt at 40 .0 ft . west and 90 .0 ft . south
of -the:inortheast :)rneri of said W: 1/4 NE 1/4, thence

	

,,
running west 262 . ft., thence south 70 .0 ft ., thence .

	 ~ 'nce . .north 40 .0 ft :', th'ast

	

t'•~ ence uasa 163,0 .
ft ." thenc'n' :rlort 30 .0 ft . more o ;, less 'to the point

41
4j 'bt<

	

9 0.

	

acres more qt les6, .the uap,. •
Ira"t~'

	

a> t' f a tract designated es ..o$, 1•: IbttiARx ~

	

# on, tq the City: of. :Grand Forks, North
t3akota : :!

	

„

G11.:ahat portion, f' : the Ni ;1/4 Nn i/4-of .Sec . : .6, .'. . .
9tAp 151 N;. # Rfe, 50 W • . , 5Ch P Ft . , lying,-5 0 ft
Pr? ,e,141~„ } I ! fAllortiJrg dOKCribed water tine
3 ti

	

e

	

s to 1'e yd and a asked' over and aeroa saidt +1~1 n

J pn ut 66 .0 ft. south ofm#S ;~?, FI1,&

	

~li~, .

	

the northeast
6eir, t

	

ci:5er. 6, thence . rut~:~irrg . west 40 ..0 Pt .:, :: . ..
e 'ey ~&l

	

thence westc~ t ~l

	

11) t f 1W : C7 .6 ft : , .

	

,, 1G4 5 f

	

tuoir
le~~ ~ti

	

to r`= 22 inches south of the; nortiteasu ~,
ii '13j !gyp i4te3 booster p.lant,, and also a strip of-
~{si~

	

~ p . 6 being 10 .0 ft wide, lying !ic

	

0 .
' ecs off said water l1;16 centerlipc.

'g

	

;pent 2811,0 ft went of the northeaS . .' . . .
w .l ct r ez}I

	

~C1; Sc

	

6 ; . the.n4e running :>south, .108,5 ft:,:,
tie;icy

	

UO'.~ -.8,0 ft thence south'.S.D ft ., more
ca; pds ;l

	

~te no th .side Of .aid water booster plantit,

1? $ ;

	

Ia6t - contain 0 .04 acres, more or. .].ess,, ;
ion the, plat as a shaded area and

"7a1~t~

	

inc eassment~ `lyre .above: tract being
dtsignate.d as Lot 2 of Airport; Addi. tio

ito

	

fthp. :

	

Grand Porlit:, Nor Ch Dakots ."'

F'x ovisigtl

	

her.Oiri tranted • sluall bo, U.804
the pt:rpoue of :mall 'suing the water 'booster statioti :and .:w



r

GQSe~l1G/1~

	

u,, : •k 71,t I .. :r.1,

	

Paan ??

FQ9G °Z

	

I.. V03' Grand 1i'ar'rs Air Free '_:..tic and fu : ro other. ;nu•pose .

The City . agrees that e.t all 1 :iincs the , U:ited S . tes shall
haa

	

the right of access to said easement p-, party

	

r the
pr• : -uses described herein .

Should -the -ttnitcd States determine tr pr•rmanerflvd1nenna"_ t Qom{ to)v

	

t . :.twrz~rai^lain :nr;thewaterbooster::tatjn :rx

	

xat--r- line 'at
th,-- above. described locnticn, it i .s hereby u :jderst,omdA that

	

,
stk-LdeterMination shall cc :>>titutu an P,- ., AAwiment1i reef and
Of t•lie permission h(;rean granted whereupon ~' ;is

	

all
bi: Forthwith terminated, and all incidents o1' uaners i o therein

•

	

s, North l;:.kota, a municipal
cc- c'poration .

	

s

l:'hile this easement is in effect neither party :i~a11 assign
it: • rights under this agrcer:cnt without the written consent of

	

;:
bot •~ parties .first had and obtained .

	

. .

	

F.,

IN WITNESS WI-RFOF, we hereunto set our hands d seals
th5 r. the :9 0/l day of		1972 .

	

,~.

r • ~ . .

	

OR A "

	

CITY OF GRt -!D FORK, - NORTH DAKOTA

Dy	
: :.

	

CyryT C~' Nc: i l_ , Mayor

'

	

-i . .Auditor•

UNITED STATES OF Al ,: . RICA.

Dy		
--

t t '

	

ST1+Ti OF NORTH DAKOTA)
SS .

	

t'
a

	

•C ol . )TY ;OF GRAND FORKS)
l .

	

.0	Z ., .

, ,., `On this i6 r6 day of 1972; before me, anote.

();V'- Pi•c :in'':and (said county and Late, per •~onally . .upeared,
Cy` •l i,-F O'Neill and	eru)	, to me known to be thfe

City Auditor o1' the corpc •. •ation t;:at is deco. V-14I
e, • . -n,,j-,n(l that cRccuted the foregoing instrume •t and t .:knowledgod} ;^~'. .:

G ;t^E hat,'such corporation executed the same .",,

	

.
17.

,porcn4ier

	

.74 •71::10
i;

	

scl.

	

21
	 ~1 _

e

	

AaLSry . u: t,r'

	

_

	

11B .

	

G orcfer C,a ...

	

, . ,
Grand F•'o. - .~oudty , North' Dako t %. : .

My eonw1iosion expires

	

May '1, 1;75 .

ti



3 •
	

M

	

,
t irt'er S

	

' •!nn t F I°t

	

r

	

71
.zy p.

	

?- v*

	

yM

	

y

	

,,

	

, R
Y

	

3
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	 i	TH1S 5141)i' 'CI1RE-r_0N&' .>`

	

~ ;

	

iit Lu 147 :11 betlla :c:n th ;: '

	

(H

	

b
Gr,ANI) FORKS , '!)RTII UACOTA, a municipal corlra, tion, hcreine :t

	

known as. - ;b'

	

the City, and he UNITLO SIATES 01 : AI4UItICA and its assitms, h : •

	

after known
as the United . fates, witnesseth :

That in r.I for the cop• ::iderat'ion of One b~llar (t;1 .00),

	

. . other
goud . and value- to eansidera :on . to it in hand to id by the lhti ;1

	

fates,
receipt:of :Will ; : ;i . s,y hereby av .Inowledged, the c:iLy has bargainvI : J
sold, and . by,' I .,, :ae,?Presents, does hereby assign, transfer, and 1: . lit
in .'perpetui .ty''ifo : ithe' United States, the folio any describe) Citi e)s

°'

	

and persG.fa1` p . : . •• perty :

~~

	

W4te3; hopster station and waterline, togetit:r with all

	

,:
necessary •a ppurtenances thereto, in, under i'nd through Lot i

awl l, •,

	

of tfi*& i)t t Addition to the City of Grai .1 Forks;, County
I t.t a GtUwt~Au wq Grand$date of I;rnth Dakota, sai.d .l y 2 lyinu in t)-,r-

'tic ~T~,'i: of • . . riotjon 6,' .Totrnslit p 151 North•, Range 50 I-lest of the
t} +"

	

Fifth rill, *

	

, Mer)atan, any . being particu arty described ox
„,,bggli!?l,S!V1 j;i~ :tla~fliI ,ijnt,4(j,'U feet west and .96.0 fuut ;.outh of t'•

	

.
}~

	

r"1;1•~',fiaTi)r~; ~ p•f d N120111 , thence . runiring west 262 .0t~
:;a:

	

I f',e4t',' thg, I Ii'

	

u

	

7U:U1 •I

	

`~" lfl

	

t

	

t

	

feet
.

, thelice east !:' .,0 feet, thence
trth 40

	

't fence cast
.
1G3-•0 '.feet, •t i : :nce north 30 .0 f, t,

too re: ul 011! 11111 AV g ; i lc( : :

	

, )IQ; hint of beginning .

" t

	

Apple. Inately fourt'>^n miles (11,973 .00 feet) of existil
s r i

	

' • ,~ Itr

	

fourteeen ;i, • cil : Inter •pipc!line extending sc_ •i t',c:rly and easterl
!c

	

;t

	

-from the GI : : • .'fid ;Forks,' Air Force Base in the WS%f •Scc:tion 3.G:-
.,~
'r.

I
i ,,,

	

Towrishi

	

; (igitta 53 Wust aarvfs=5e~•t18ns 31, 32! N Yli ~f.
1

	

34.t .

	

~~rA

	

fo.tfnsh ) 1 ;2 .P)oi4t	Rnnttl ,
.'~~iX

	

ions< 1, 3?, 33yv34',: 35 ; and 36 oP"7e

	

~y
11. 14!`'i

	

ti

	

I"

	

)''

	

}~ -

	

'j

	

t ;uld,extendin

	

-

	

,u

	

t

	

- --southerl

	

ri
t :

	

~p»'

	

TOFiaslltp .a1- 1,1ori ;'itangc: 5U'F1csL ao tile
aid

.
ipi

	

a

	

a

	

t)1

	

.t!$ i

	

c 13 .

	

IA . . a ,
s

	

i.,

	

1fi>e (f 4nit.go

	

iQ,n l

	

d the
.t
e point. of terl,iination of said : . ;le,

	

:'
r ; :,

	

said Q t' 1 y n9!! N!R Hundred eiighty :four (?.U4) feCt west of t .

	

t

suNit t~a~lt

	

u. 1d section thirty-one (S .31.) i

To haYa And;'tq ~j tJ,,the same unto the United States andd its a : 'qns
forever,

	

A)id,.UUNll Gtt? { i ; fQr it:elf .and its successors does covenaW

	

,d
~, rrll

	

agree with ;thc; .Ujlr :te,~ '

	

to warrant and defend the 'sale of th.

	

id
chattelS 1n. .aifd pe;C? h P'~1 ,atotes, rty unto : the United States and its a§Sir,

	

''
l . :h i!I

	

ar~ainst, h), ib rqi ;4~

I ;l r: ;>;

	

g .Cit:y of ,rand forkNorth Dakota, h:r . -,iuscd
t;ite~,e

	

li

	

:Cd ills its corporate name qy its Mayor an' its

	

,
-City Atirr!ttor r

	

ol^.porate seal to . he hereunto affixed this ~i •

	

,I
I •`} ~~*'~

	

dAY of		1974 .

	

~„lilt,) i
CITY OF GRAND FORKS, NORTH DAKbl ••' •„1 „ ,

	

,I~'f I ;~I

	

f

	

v
't' ll' (1 'i li i { r l i ~1~ 1 I' BYµw , 1'.or.;.. „ ' t " s~l L . ~'!^ ~~41t'fl'Si ! 1/

	

7 ;, J t 4 l +Xf, 'is, .,m 1 ^ Jr

	

5 i f (

	

r! i ~'

	

~*

	

,;
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tr y

	

.'r

	

A

	

,!

	

4y

	

.yy~

	

w7 - •t,r
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~STATE U' NORTH`DA:C(}TA } 3 t

`

	

COUN7.r'-( F GRAND HRKS )

M1
_,

	

Ur t
7-1

his e- ~N days ,of,February	 1174-;- fre me a_ r
Notary : ublic in .nd fo sac~d county and state p pna7lypp~ared E :r

nd	R L L
n

	

Mayor. a; d the C t Audttor are. pecti c ly, -of the

	

-r

	

ii, ,t
b

	

^ ledged too me 't

	

'in and hat execs . .

	

f~

	

,rcstrumen

	

anc~ ac
r

	

corporL ton execc: .cd the same

	

1 •

Notary Pu ~c,

	

L

	

r ~1

f~r

	

My Gory

	

op exp~re<

.w.

-

c #

"MM-M

.

	

.



p C.Utn er)

Pcxhv~
e,

tlf~

C, called the Appl 1c,

	

i

	

hlt, 611,of
to install qnd

lita

	

described facilities .on
on the

way, its sllGwn
e p)m

	

and made a part hereof :

jwllll-k pi~?j ' miducrqssU .S ._Mom"No.2 frolli Uwro'do to Grand Vorlus,
Noi.th MthOu .

IN.tl-AL61 - 101 AND

	

Installation and ma.intelaince of said facilities
on, highwayt ri

ill of q

	

shall conform to the following provisions :

X101ift thirty (50)	
1
*1 after emsUniction, maintenance, ro)o-

- . - cAtlon . -otLu~llovml0 said facilitic

	

any dMA of wavicar-

lbir, nerin :it: is issued to transfer Permit No . 385 :from h6 City of
,above named applicant .

3i1

	

o

ITIOJS . AND .

	

foS'volut!61) .and nuii~njpnancu of ;:aid focij, 11 t
ir

	

i

	

) .j be- subject' t.o

	

Cot I 10wi:1181

	

co'll iti "S-,

t$as .on lWapQ'i

	

righ -t"or' - way - shall foi
l

	

. iio done : iil .n .manngr ..satisfacter . . to :h,c -.
Chic f pig i, r

	

th e State

	

!lt!q.

290



)2exmd
Pay,e, A

,KI)ru , r 1 .rU~	•: ~ ,	~ ,/~

ipol in o. obi OjIbO J-no'W0.1od under the jnurfjf: pjj
Wj;'jlwn.Y by Wi-ji,.1 , or jticking

;L

	

pjpo forout)l t ) ",'

	

bQtw,:(-n portal, (ifoiylulopvn of hit) :Way, or thirty "'.11L frum cdln, or tic
Arovaud '*my, whic.biwer is nCWVUL to UM h1dAqj aentar line hat

	Wril)g oQUAlf of the 45o under Uio rorahrijy it, not pwmi"Udg .

W! Tho ditio,.6to*r. of the bolo for bored or jnckcd Ji .%Lsillatiorw t-hull rot
oxceedd by morv than one (I) - inch the ouu;ia ,;

	

of tho pipo .
Overt; J .-zed borctt, overbrenku l cud unuuedd hale: ;: t-lill 'Do backfillud
with grout.

(/I rrullchoo, opo~rjvd within )ii( ,, ;,iwijy rJj;ht of way be cut to have
vorticti)' fno66 whore voil conditions perait, wl th a xaximu;l, width6! i-li c eout dillmotcyr of the pi p0, P)Uz two (:,) foot. . Snoring

P1 . 4,

	

jlucos s tlryi . .open tronchun ta,6 pito within the'rig)' .p-Sr- ' : ~jtti, :Viirricaded if loft un.ittandeo,

4Ad;pitsO)wnod within tbo'rio)t of any chull bo backfillod
with Alle,V41l'o . ma-W-rial oritinal)y in 110-lit :6a ljr-(1 compactod to a donuity .

A10

	

ucont vridiuturbud ooi,,., pro , rc.-Litored to thoequal to .that of t

	

he
Crt.Jo, 'fee backfill 01-11 '61 tamped

	

lltyort) nott excecirina
pix (6 iwNw in qmpwWd Qlanma Omml 90"lon, of t}:c buck : ill

saturation , or puntiing :19 not permiscublo .

iSXoOctod 1 .atoriul oho) l not be placed on he V ; rGugh-traff.i o hues,
or the hiC;)ivny . Any

	

oy.cLLvzl ,, f.,d ratoriul
thye right of w ;W, or d',pc,!,1 tod. on the xie)it of, .

7

	

tiny _at' it- location approved' by the State J11&ie:.-y J)i,)Jljrtin!(n

NA14da and, other work oppmat use to %W11 or mAntRin unit
fu0iji,tif"14

- %
.ithjn : hi[.,,bway riGht of. ray nlitill, vitivro pouniblo, use

01AR111if6h04 (IQ ;)bjht U , service 2,iudo, drivcantyi ;, and up proacho'o
to chto, Jove thu outer portion of tho ri( ;'(ji, of way for Me ilor- . 0
foratince of tfvqoqut ;ry work oparctUonin . Such v(Aii .clet; and work oql ip,
afial I nqt . bon ip4trkqd on tbq . through-traf f j o 14tric-n or shoulders off the
highway duripYL;ninatitlItttj on or mnintonatice of said facilitics .

V
The top of"14113.jtolos instilled within the rl(,)it of way uhfijj .b(,- flush .. :
with the - eki6 -ting ground line ?f 50 highway err aurfaco cof the City
i~ traqt,

(9) ";,!;S ,iOjLK .jN .V gigna phull be placed am Me c1qq Ur of the hit ;):Way .
.on: C"6

	

to`*i~!, cite %-there .the pivo)inz: is to be ityiitallle.a
licroso t)16 : hie)

; *
WLY

	

A'rte

	

o1.1 bo placed in clear vice of an-cot
curd„

	

traffic, "uhall be 4vorW or removed when w'.•, i not i proZ; -c



I

'

	

(t.

	

1; ,pt1>!u'ICran}titrctlcli ; ur ti„lintcnrnu:e or tlro bil ;hwuy, '11io
~'

	

i~t(?}I{ant shul .ncil' he IiabLeI

	

for: dmici U : ; .:tti.propcrty- : or In ju~,l.ric
„ t~ltt,'`? lji~ ;3,

	

lknficirn Iho 101. *tion of ca id f;ic:iiities'on UiIJIC •ry Right

III11'l: .r, pair or rep] acc . h.i .;hiaay s truct111(5 and Rppurt'e- .
loc itcd v :l, over or under 1111 hw ay rght•

	

;t s?t .,
p,l ;)~cty, wli icJi ; (nn : ilid , :iiiai :•cl as a. : resuli. of 1 :)a in ;tn l .lut ion and maintcliance
'of said

	

J.'IQQI

	

right of If;ry .

(Dj Aiip))i% t :aliall monpt]y ramovc sai :' faci] •i tic .. ; f-all hil;lna :y right
u1 way,, oh' ; ).ri1 L o .Io ate, c :r udjust said f.aca'i Aim- , : 11. its sole cost and ek-
petue, .wheit; r4cj~ie tod ;to so doo by the Statc: Highway Dopni•talrsnt .

AiaJ)X~1!S'd jUy' ;)11 ; SLrit.e ;1lighway Connni 55 .1 .01, :r this; ;',rd . day of
1~IJb

	

~L 13t~7f4 (G1; 1 'I M1~(Irtlt ) ;.Ilcotcl,
}fipH( ;#11 1 3 {1

	

~, fI aiIP 11

r~ ? li+ +i

	

i`~l)r ; .I DAK(IJ'A 51'AI'l UIGIIwi\Y ~DEPAI INI'.1



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX G 
PUBLIC NOTICE AND INTERAGENCY COMMENTS 

 



Air Force Bane
Pubic Nolkv

Grand Forks Air Force Base has proposed
the demo1tion of hiding 934, a water pump
booster s,ri

	

Y .

	

late been con-An environmental assessment

	

tducted and a finding of no significant impact
has been determined for this action .
Anyone wishing to view the support docu-

ments to this action should contact the 3
Air Refueling Wing Pubic Affairs office within
the next 30 days at 747-5017 or 747-5608 .

Qpri120 & 22, 2006) _

Publication Fee $ L !''•AY (,

~i f.UNF FAW(,FTT	
NNO.7v Otsk, 0r'TATI=r:- r .,'')~+<<a r;KC)TA	

miffs

	

Feb. 7, 2007

3886
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION	
STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA
COUNTY OF GRAND FORKS } SSA,

	 d,-f	of said State and County being
first duly sworn, on oath says :

That
{
he

J
is l a representative of the GRAND FORKS HERALD, INC .,

publisher of the Grand Forks Herald, Morning Edition, a daily newspaper of general circula-
tion, printed and published in the City of Grand Forks, in said County and State, and has
been during the time hereinafter mentioned, and that the advertisement of

c-~

	

19, ~ '

and that the full amount of the fee for the publication of the annexed notice inures solely to
the benefit of the publishers of said newspaper ; that no agreement or understanding for a
division thereof has been made with any other person and that no part thereof has been
agreed, t be paid to any person whomsoever and the amount of said fee is

That
	

~s~aid ~n
'
ewspaper was, at the time of the aforesaid publication, the duly elected and

qualified Official Newspaper within said County, and qualified in accordance with the law of
the State of North Dakota to do legal printing in said County and State .

a printed copy of v(~)rlich is hereto annexed, was printed and published in every copy of the
following issues of said newspaper, for period of time (s) to wit :~ a Yr. (" Yr ._

Yr. O Yr .

Yr. Yr .

Yr. Yr.



ervices

.0 . PAINTERS - Gut-
)r cleaning, house
cashing . Free esti-
iates. 701-317-0469 .

ERRY MIDDLETON -
ie mud & paint man .
39-2461 or 772-0339.

:XTERIOR PAINTING .
ree estimates . Insured .
Call 800-32-PAINT .
amt, tape, texture, wall-
aper . Dick Middleton,
75-2150 or 741-4056.
NTERIOR/exterior .
ree estimates . Brett,
01-640-0783.

NTE RI OR/Exterior
'ainting, Power Wash-
ig . 218-779-6184, local .

Aike Grzadzieleskh .
'rofessional painting .
isured . Call 741-9050

'K CONST . - siding
Iso . Licensed/insured .
leferences . Reasona-
,le . 701-317-0900 .

'hiery Construction -
.icensed/insured. 746-
:523/701-610-6271 .

I

sterling Seamless Sid-
ig-Free estimates . Lo-
ally owned.780-9894 .
;-STAR Siding & Win-
lows - Steel & vinyl .
'40-0339/772-5588.

Pumps

Vater Seepage? Out-
ide sumps.Dub Const,
i96-2591/772-1714.

e $ervice

iary's, Paul's - Tree &
;tump Removal .
'72-0902 or 739-2687 .

IUOT'S - Trimming,
emoval, stumps . Free
estimates. 795-8676.

:HAIR CANING PLUS
Experienced .
Jan, 795-1916

DEED New Energy
;aving Windows? Deal
lirect with the installer
k save!!! Call now for
ree no-obligation esti-
nate - 800-450-5594 .

>terling Seamless Sid-
ng. Vinyl replacement
vindows. 780-9894.

VINDOWS WASHED?
.all Mark @ Squeegee
;lean, 218-779-5794.

RESTAURANT

RESTAURANT
Public Notices

IN DISTRICT COURT, GRAND FORKS
COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA

ABN AMRO Mortgage Group,'Inc .,
Plaintiff,

vs. .
James R . Van Camp; Collection Center, Inc . ;
and any persons in possession ;

Defendants.
SUMMONS

Civil No. 06C296
THE STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA TO THE
ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANTS :
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and re-

quired to appear and defend against the com-
plaint in this action, which is or will be on file
with the clerk of this court, by serving upon the
undersigned an answer or other proper re-
sponse within twenty (20) days after the service
of this summons upon you, exclusive of the day
of service. If you fail to do so, judgment by de-
fault will be taken against you for the relief de-
manded in the complaint.

This action relates to the foreclosure of a real
estate mortgage, pledge and conveyance of

the following described property :
The South Hat of Lot 4, and all of Lots 5 and
6, Block 13, Scott's Addition to Gilby, Grand
Forks County, North Dakota .
This is an attempt to collect the debt and

any information obtained will be used for
that purpose This communication is from a
debt collector.

Dated at Fargo, North Dakota, this 8th day of
March, 2006 .
Paul M . Hubbard
I .D . # 03091
For CONMY FESTE LTD.
200 Wells Fargo Center
406 Main Avenue
P .O. Box 2686
Fargo, North Dakota 58108-2686
Tele hone: p01'293-9911
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF

(March 30, April 6, 13 & 20, 2006)
IN DISTRICT COURT, GRAND FORKS

COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA
ABN AMRO Mortgage Group, Inc.,

Plaintiff,
vs .
James R. Van Camp ; Collection Center, Inc . ;
and any persons in possession ;

Defendants .
SUMMONS

Civil No . 060296
THE STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA TO THE
ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANTS :
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and re-

quired to appear and defend against the com-
plaint in this action, which is or will be on file
with the clerk of this court, by serving upon the

BRONZE BOOT undersigned an answer or other proper re-
Weekend server & spouse within twenty (20) days after the service
evening cashier.

	

of this summons upon you, exclusive of the day
WEB ID 075513$ 	of service. If you fail to do so, judgment by de-

fault will be taken against you for the relief de-
manded in the complaint.

This action relates to the foreclosure of a real
estate mortgage, pledge and conveyance of
the following described property :
The South Half of Lot 4, and all of Lots 5 and
6, Block 13, Scott's Addition to Gilby, Grand
Forks County, North Dakota .
This is an attempt to collect the debt and

any information obtained will be used for
that purpose. This communication is from a
debt collector .

Dated at Fargo, North Dakota, this 8th day of
March, 2006 .
Paul M . Hubbard
I .D . # 03091
For CONMY FESTE LTD.
200 Wells Fargo Center
406 Main Avenue
P.O. Box 2686
Fargo, North Dakota 58108-2686
Telephone: (701) 293-9911
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF

(March 30, April 6, 13 & 20, 2006)
IN DISTRICT COURT, GRAND FORKS

COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA
The Industrial Commission of North Dakota,
acting as the North Dakota Housing Finance
Agency,

Plaintiff,
vs.

Stephanie J . Davis, a single person, the United
States of America through the office of the
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development,
Henry H . Howe, and The Collection Center

Defendants .
Civil No. 06-C-305
SUMMONS

THE STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA TO THE
ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANTS:
YOU ARE HEREBY summoned to answer

the Complaint of the Plaintiff which is herewith
served upon you and which has been filed in
the office of the Clerk of District Court of Cass
County, at Fargo, North Dakota, and to serve a

golden
corral

All Management

Positions
•

	

Voted #1 Sales
in Grill Buffet

•

	

Voted #2 in
Sales Growth

•

	

Salaries starting
$32,000-$60,000

•

	

Great Benefits
Immediately hiring for
New Locations in Bis-
marck and Grand
Forks. Fax Resume to :
HR Dept ., (801)
619-8084 . E-mail :
rsw_gc4Umsn.com

WEB ID 90754351

I

EI7tL'!'UIJ ~/TtII

Now hiring cooks,
dishwashers & servers .
All shifts available. Ap-
ply in person at 1200
47th St. N, GF.

WEB ID GF0755001

Now hiring full &
part time for line cooks,
prep cooks, pizza cooks
& delivery drivers . Why
not have fun at work!
Stop by & fill out an
application at 1930 S .
Columbia Road .

WEB ID GF0755135

SALES

Great
Part Time

Sales
Opportunity
Sell advertising for
the montly At Home
publication

•

	

Work as much as
you want

•

	

Earn $10 per hour or
20% commission,
which ever is
greater

•

	

Potential to earn
$375 per week for
only 20 hours of
time .

For more information
send a cover letter and
resume to :

Dave Austin
Grand Forks Herald

Box 6008
Grand Forks, ND
58206-6008

d austin@gfherald.com

FULL-TIME Outside
Salesman . Construc-
tion experience
needed. Apply at 2304
Mill Road.

WEB ID GF0751567
nrntnr T~r,c .,,, e . . . .r-

www.grandforksheraid .com Grand Forks HeraldlThursday, April 20, 2006 3D

Public Notices	

bid and a contractor's bond as required by law
and the regulations of NDDOT .
Contractors submitting a bid must be licensed
for the full amount of the bid, as required by
NDCC Section 43-07-05 . Bidder's bond and a
copy of the Bidder's license or certificate of re-
newal shall be placed together in a separate
envelope, and this envelope shall be attached
to the outside of the envelope containing the
proposal . NDDOT reserves the right to reject
any or all bids.
Copies of the RFP may be obtained from Mi-
chael Frey of the Maintenance & Engineerin
Services Division, North Dakota Department of
Transportation, 608 East Boulevard Avenue,
Bismarck ND 58505-0700; email at mfrey@sta-
te.nd .u s ; telephone (701) 328-2549 or facsimile
(701)328-4623.

(April 6, 13 & 20, 2006)

IN DISTRICT COURT, GRAND FORKS
COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA

In the Matter of the Estate of Donovan Arthur
Smsky Deceased

NOTICE AND ORDER OF HEARING
ON PETITION FOR FORMAL ADJUDICATION

OF INTESTACY, DETERMINATION OF
HEIRS, AND APPOINTMENT OF PERSONAL
REPRESENTATIVE IN AN UNSUPERVISED

ADMINISTRATION
Probate No. 18-06-P-00036

It is Ordered and Notice is hereby given that
on the 2nd day of May, 2006, at 10:00 a.m., a
hearing will be held in the above named Court,
in Grand Forks, North Dakota, in a proceeding
for the formal adjudication of intestacy, deter-
mination of heirs, and appointment of Viola
Smsky, of 2047 17th Street NE, Grand Forks,
ND 58203, as personal representative of the
above referenced matter in an unsupervised
administration. Any objections must be filed
with the Court or raised at the hearing . If
proper, and if no objections are filed or raised,
the Personal Representative will be appointed
with full power to administer the estate, includ-
ing the power to collect all assets, to pay all le-
gal debts, claims, taxes and expenses, to sell
real and personal property, and to do all neces-
sary acts for the Estate .

Dated: March 31, 2006.
GERARD D. NEIL P.C.
Attorney at Law
418 Third Street NW
P .O . Box 477
East Grand Forks, MN 56721
(218) 773-0808

(April 6,13 & 20, 2006)

INVITATION TO BID
Project School of Medicine Lab Addition and
Tunnel

University of North Dakota
Grand Forks, North Dakota

Bids Close: Thursday, April 27th, 2006 @ 2 :00
p.m. CST
Bid Place : The Cottonwood Room, UND Facili-
ties Building, at the University of North Dakota,
Grand Forks, ND 58202 .
By: JLG Architects

124 North Third Street
Grand Forks, ND 58203
Phone : (701)746-1727 Fax: (701)746-1702

Outline of Project The project consists of an
addition for the existing (recently-completed)
Center for Excellence in Neuroscience, Univer-
sity of North Dakota, Grand Forks, North Da-
kota. Work included in the project includes, but
is not limited to: a 2,700 square foot, single-
story, slab-on-grade addition, consisting of
steel frame structure, face brick, EIFS, metal
studs and gypsum board walls, single-ply bal-
lasted roof . The addition will contain labora-
tories, offices, and support spaces with finishes
and millwork to match the existing equivalent

aces.
ype of Bids: Bids will be received for the fol-

lowing divisions of work:
General Construction
Mechanical Construction
Electrical Construction

Obtaining Documents: The documents have
been prepared by JLG Architects, Ltd ., 124
North Third Street, Grand Forks, ND; Obermiller
Nelson Engineering (Mechanical and Electrical),
Minneapolis, MN ; and AE2s (CiviD Grand Forks,
ND. Copies may be seen at the office of the Ar-
chitects, F .W. Dodge Plan Room , MN; Reed
Construction Data ; and the followin builders
exchanges : Minneapolis and St . Paul, MN;
Grand Forks, Fargo, Bismarck, Mandan, Willis-
ton, Dickinson, Devils Lake, and Minot, ND ;
and Sioux Falls, SD . Qualified Bidders may ob-
tain documents from the Architect upon a de-
posit of $100 .00 which will be refunded if a
bona fide Bid is submitted and plans are re-
turned in good condition . Others may purchase
individual document sections for $2 .00/Drawing
and $ .20/Specification Sheet .
Bid Security: Each Bid shall be accompanied
by a Bidder's Bond in a sum equal to five per-

,-.

	

1r,01) 4 tha total amnnnt of the Rid Are-

Public Notices	

cute and effect a contract in accordance with
the terms of his bid and a Contractor's Bond as
required by law and the regulations and deter-
mmathons of the governing board
Cash, cashier's check, or certified checks will
not be accepted.
A copy of the contractor's license or certificate
of renewal thereof issued by the Secretary of
State shall be enclosed in the required bid
bond envelope . Envelopes shall be identified as
to contents and project.
All bidders must be licensed for the highest
amount of their bids as provided by Section
43-07-05 of the North Dakota Century Code.
No bid will be read or considered which does
not fully comply with the above provisions as to
bond and licenses and any deficient bid sub-
mitted will be re-sealed and returned to the
bidder immediately.
Pre-Bid Conference will be held at the site for
the purpose of considering questions by bid-
ders . The conference will be open to general
(major) contract and subcontract bidders . The
pre-bid conference will be held at the Law
School Building April 28, 2006 @ 12 :00 p .m.
CST . Interested parties are invited to attend .
The Owner reserves the right to waive any in-
formalities or irregularities, to reject any and all
bids and to hold all bids for a period of 30 days
after the date fixed for the opening thereof .

B . Dr. Charles Kupchella, President
115, 20 & 22, 2006)

GRAND FORKS
PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT #1

GRAND FORKS, NORTH DAKOTA
ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS

The Grand Forks Public School District and
Head Start are soliciting bids for the purchase
of 1-30 passenger gas school bus. Bids will be
accepted at the Business Manager's Office at
2400 47th Ave . S. or mail to Box 6000, Grand
Forks, ND 58301, until 11 :00 a .m. April 28th
2006, at which time they will be opened and
read aloud .
Specifications may be obtained at the Head

Start office 3600 6th Ave. N . 58203. (746-2433)
Determination of the system to be purchased

is not based on the price alone, but will also in-
clude meeting the required specifications and
features as determined by the school district.
Delivery date must be given . If not delivered

on the specified date, transaction will be null
and void.
Grand Forks Public School District #1 re-

serves the right to hold all bids for a period of
thirty (30) days after opening, waive any irregu-
larities, reject any or all bids.

(April 15, 18, 20, 22, 25 & 27, 2006)
Invitation to bid

Grand Forks Public Schools District #1
The Grand Forks Public Schools District #1
wishes to purchase a residential building lot
and is soliciting bids for the following project :

Residential Building Lot
Sealed bids will be received until Friday April
28, 2006 2:00 pm at which time they will be
opened at the office of the Director of Career
and Technical Education, 2400 47th Ave.
South, Grand Forks, ND . Bid specifications in-
clude the requirement for a resides ial building
lot sized approximately 78 feet wide and 166
feet king consisting oat least 12,550 square
feet . The lot must be located in the Congres-
sional II Promenade Subdivision of the City of
Grand Forks, ND. Questions pertaining to the
bid may be directed to Mr. Jerome Gunderson,
at 746-2205 . Grand Forks Public Schools #1
reserves the right to hold all bids for a period of
thirty (30) days after opening, waive any irregu-
larities, and reject any or all bids .

(April 15, 18 & 20, 2006)

Air Force Base
Public Notice

Grand Forks Air Force Base has proposed
the demolition of building 934, a water pump
booster station facility.

An environmental assessment has been con-
ducted and a finding of no significant impact
has been determined for this action .
Anyone wishing to view the support docu-

ments to this action should contact the 319th
Air Refueling Wing Public Affairs Office within
the next 30 days at 747-5017 or 747-5608 .

pril 20 & 22, 2006)

NOTICE OF SALE
Civil No. 06-C-73

Notice is hereby given that by virtue of a
judgment of foreclosure by the District Court of
the Grand Forks Judicial District in and for the
County of Grand Forks and State of North Da-
kota, and entered and docketed in the Office of
the Clerk of said Court on March 29, 2006, in
an action wherein Citifinancial, Inc . was Plaintiff
and Jason Bushee, as personal representative
for the Estate of Pamela Rae Hove aka Pamela
Bushee aka Pamela Rae Bushee; and any per-

son in po Plaint= and a ainst the Defendants for the sum
of $90,446.2 which judgment and decree,
amnnn nthor thins riintel the sala by me of
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Base Bid .- Design and Installation of a Fall Pro-
required bid

	

tection System
ensed for the

	

In general, the scope of this work includes all
'ill be read or

	

work necessary to install a fall protection sys-
comply with

	

tem. The City of Grand Forks intends to enter
nd license.

	

into a single prime contract for the lowest total
t to reject any

	

cost from responsible bidders according to the
rmality in the

	

bid package.
lid deemed to All bids shall be in accordance with the Instruc-
of the City of tion to Bidders and bid documents as prepared
ded, shall be

	

under the direction of Project Architect R. L.
Engebretson, P . C., 15 Broadway, Suite 205,

fits, including

	

Fargo, North Dakota 58102 .
tmctions, and

	

Instruction to Bidders, Bid Documents, Draw-
office of the

	

ings and Specifications will be on file for public
'46-2649) 255

	

review at the following locations :
Grand orks,

	

1. Alerus Center, 1200 42nd Street South,
'oposal docu-

	

Grand Forks, North Dakota 58201
:)n-refundable

	

2. Architect's Office: R . L Engebretson, P.
C .'s Office, 15 Broadway, Suite 205, Forgo, ND

3. Fargo-Moorhead Builders Exchange,
ie Services

	

Fargo, ND .
i)

	

4. Minneapolis Builders Exchange; Minneap-
olis, MN.

5. St. Paul Builders Exchange, St . Paul, MN.
6. F. W. Dodge, (Dodge Scan) ; Minneapolis,

MN .
7. Construction Bulletin's plan exchange

room, Minneapolis, MN.
8. Construction Plans Exchange, Bismarck,

ND.
9. Grand Forks Builders Exchange, Grand

Forks, ND.
10 . Duluth Builders Exchange, Duluth, MN .
11 . Sioux Falls Builders Exchange, Sioux

Falls, SD.
12 . Any other established North Dakota or

Minnesota builder's or plan exchanges as re-
uested in writing for sets.

Prime Contract bidders may obtain one set of
the bidding and construction documents, after
1 :00 p.m. on May 1, 2006, from the office of the
Architect, R. L. Engebretson, P. C ., upon pay-
ment of $25 :00 non-refundable deposit in the
form of a check, made out to the Alems Center .
Good faith effort will be made to furnish ad-
denda to holders of complete sets of docu-
ments and to each of the above sites where
documents are publicly available . Individual
bidders are responsible for inquiring about ad-
denda which have been issued. Addenda,
which are on file at the Alerus Center document
location at the time of the bid, are binding re-
quirements for bidding and for the work .
Bids shall be prepared according to all provi-
sions of the Instructions to Bidders, including
the following specific requirements:

1 . Bid Bond shall be provided in the amount
of five (5%) percent of the bid amount in a sep-
arate envelope made payable to the City of
Grand Forks . Bonds shall be issued by a surety
company' authorized to do business in North
Dakota, naming the bidder as principal, and
conditioned that if a Contract is awarded in
writing on the basis of the principal's bid within
10 days after bid opening, the principal will ex-
ecute and effect a Contract in accordance with
the terms of the bid.

2. Performance/Payment of Bonds will be re-
quired from successful bidder .

i

3. Each bidder shall have a valid North Da-
kota Contractor's license of the proper class for
the dollar amount of the proposal . License shall
have been in effect at least ten (10) days prior
to the date of bid opening . A copy of the li-
cense or certificate of renewal (whichever is
later shall be enclosed in the envelope contain-
ng Bid Bond.
4. No proposal will be read nor considered

which does not fully comply with the above
provisions . Any deficient proposal will be re-
sealed and returned to the bidder immediately.
The City of Grand Forks reserves the right to
reject any or all bids and/or to waive any infor-
mality in the bids received and to accept any
bid deemed to be most favorable to the interest
of the City of Grand Forks . The work, if
awarded, shall be completed by September 1,
2006 . The City of Grand Forks reserves the
fight to negotiate minor changes in the work
with the low prime bidder or bidders . No bid
may be withdrawn for a period of sixty (60)
days subsequent to the opening of bids without
the consent of the Owner .

(April 15, 22 & 29)

Air Force Base
Public Notice

Grand Forks Air Force Base has proposed
the demolition of building 934, a water pump
booster station facility.

An environmental assessment has been con-
ducted and a finding of no significant impact
has been determined for this action .

Anyone wishing to view the support docu-
ments to this action should contact the 319th
Air Refueling Wing Public Affairs Office within
the next 30 days at 747-5017 or 747-5608 .
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PUBLIC NOTICE
This is an annual Public Notice to determine if

)es at Grand

	

there are any "willing and able," transportation
nneratnrc who are intprpctpri in nrrn,irlmn char-

Notice
Executive Or-
as assigned
are request-

f Supplemen-
-nvironmental
it Watershed,
na Counties,
pared by the

-District, Pem-
strict, Tongue
lied Manage-
tty Soil Con-
from the Nat-
vice (MRCS),
A Protection
Law 106-472)
02(2Xc) of the
Act of 1969
cuments are
t Rosser Ave-

3 to James E .
rvationist for
lay 25, 2006,

ation Service

)INTMENT
ATE JUDGE
;e, of United
R . Senechal
ire November
:t Court is re-
of citizens to
ie magistrate

e position in-
most prelimi-
s;

(2l
trial and

3 conduct
identiary pro-
judges of the
Disposition of
'ants .
e bar and the
ie incumbent
mmen
he court and

ded by

J. Klecker,
)x 1193, is-

May 26,

North Dakota
n, will be re-
in,, until 2:00
bids will be
ie in the Cot-

I not be ac-
ed to attend .
rs to see that
eived by the

he same time
Work, sepa-

ired by ICON
their consul-
I at the Engi-
xis:

Dodge/

prove a budget amendment of $10,000 in the
Emergency Response line item in the Emer-
gency Managements budget. Motion carried.
John Hanson was not present so he was taken
off the, agenda .
Sheriff Dan Hill addressed the board .
Moved by Triplett, seconded by Murphy, to ap-
prove the Chairman's signature on a Purchase
of Service Agreement between the North Da-
kota Highway Patrol and the Grand Forks
County Sheriff's Department for a $6,000 grant
for an enforcement pro g ram directed at under-
a e drinking iolations for the period March 31,
2006 thru arch 2007 . Motion carried .
Dean Dahl, Information Systems Director, ad-
dressed the board .
Moved by Maim, seconded by Yahna, to ap-
prove the proposals from Reliance Telephone
Systems for the new Correctional Center em-
ployee telephone system at a cost of $18,000
and the telephone and data cabling at cost of
$39,000, as recommended by the Information
Systems Director. These amounts were bud-
geted in the Correctional Center project . Mo-
tion carried .
Peter Welte, States Attorney, addressed the
board .
Mr. Welte reported that there is an opening on
the Grand Forks County Weed Board . The
County Commission Board could consider the
applications that were received in December
2005 or they could advertise to fill the position .
Debbie Nelson will pull the December applica-
tions .
At 4 :30pm the Chairman opened the public
hearing for the Northlands Rescue Mission
MIDA Bonds. No one from the public appeared .
The hearing was closed .
Moved by Maim, seconded by Triplett, to table
the resolution authorizing the Northlands Res-
cue Mission MIDA Bonds until Jim Stewart ar-
rives. Motion carried.
Ed Nierode, Director of Administration, ad-
dressed the board .
Moved by Murphy, seconded by Triplett, to au-
thorize the Chairman's signature on the BRAC
Realignment Consulting Agreement . Motion
carried .
Moved by Maim, seconded by Triplett, to take
off the table the Northland Rescue Mission
MIDA Bond resolution. Motion carried.
Jim Stewart, Amtson & Stewart, P.C., ad-
dressed the board .
Moved by Maim, seconded by Murphy, to ap-
prove the resolution to authorize the issuance
of $450,000 North Dakota Mortgage Revenue
Bonds for the Northlands Rescue Mission, Inc .
Project . Motion carried . A copy of the resolu-
tion is on file at the County Finance and Tax
Office. The bonds will be subject to a fee of 1
of total issuance, with a maximum of $10,000.
Ed Nierode, Director of Administration, ad-
dressed the board .
Moved by Triplett, seconded by Malm, to for-
ward the PSAP-City-County Agreement to the
States Attorney to draft a contact for the lease
of the second floor area of the old Correctional
Center for the, relocation of PSAP . Motion car-
ried.
Moved by Yahna, seconded by Murphy, to ap-
prove the market survey by the Government
Management Group at a cost of $6,950. Motion
carried .
Mr. Nierode reported that he had received an
email from the EERC that stated the meeting
for the Red River Water Management Consor-
tium has been rescheduled for Thursday, April
20, 2006 at 9 :30.
Commissioner Triplett reported she has visited
with the State Department of Corrections & Re-
habilitation regarding the possibility of locating
a transitional living arrangement on the first
floor of the old Corectione] Center.
Commissioner Malm reported on his and Tom
Saddler's visit to the Link regarding the possi-
bility of a food cart in the County Office Build-

Commissioner Yahna stated that, the Commis-
sion should begin the process of putting the
former Social Services Building on the market .
Robert Wood, Property and Records Director,
will work on setting a price for the building.
Debbie Nelson, Finance and Tax Director, ad-
dressed the board .
Moved by Murphy, seconded by Yahna, to ac-
cept the low quote from Whalen's Moving &
Storage for $80.00 to move the ballot boxes,
Automarks and folding tables to the rural poll-
ing sites for the Primary Election, June 13,
2006. Motion carried.

T

The agenda item of charcharging for reissuing
checks will be discussed at the next meeting .
Moved by Murphy, seconded by Yahna, to ad-
m . The meeting adjourned at 5 :18 .
e next meeting will be held on April 18, 2006 .

Arvin Kvasager, Chairman
Grand Forks County Commission

Debbie Nelson, Auditor
(April 22, 2006)

NORTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
PUBLIC NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY TO
COMMENT ON DRAFT PERMIT FOR THE
nPNrWAI fW AN IMGWT WACTF I AMr1rI1 I
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7 :00 p.m. in the City Council Cham C'
Hall, where all interested citizens will be hear
Any individual requiring special accommoda-
tions to allow access or participation at this
hearing is asked to notify the ADA coordinator
(746-2665) of their needs one week prior to the
hearing .

For further information, please call 746-2661 .
Dated this 18th day of April, 2006.

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Brad Gengler, Planning Director

(April 22, 2006)

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Notice is hereby given to the public that the

Grand Forks Planning and Zoning Commission
will hold a public hearing on the request for fi-
nal approval (fast track) of the replat of Lot 1,
Block 1, Adams-Dobmeier Subdivision to the
city of Grand Forks, North Dakota, and located
at North 55th Street and University Avenue .

The public hearing will be held May 3, 2006,
7:00 p.m . in the City Council Chambers, City
Hall, where all interested citizens will be hear
Any individual requiring special accommoda-
tions to allow access or participation at this
hearing is asked to notify the ADA coordinator
(746-2665) of their needs one week prior to the
hearing .

For further information, please call 746-2661 .
Dated this 18th day of April, 2006 .

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Brad Gengler, Planning Director

(April 22, 2006)

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Notice is hereby given to the public that the

Grand Forks Planning and Zoning Commission
will hold a public hearing on the request for ap-
proval of a variance to the Land Develop-
ment Code, 18-0907(L)(3) Arterials; Access
for Lot 5, Fox Farm Addition to the city of
Grand Forks,' ND, and located in the 4700
block of North Columbia Road for thepurpose
of varying the access requirements from660
feet to 603 feet to provide access to a home .
The public hearing will be held May 3, 2006,,

7:00 p.m . in the City Council Chambers, C'
Hall, where all interested citizens will be heard.
Any individual requiring special accommoda-
tions to allow access or participation at this
hearing is asked to notify the ADA coordinator
(746-2665) of their needs one week prior to the
hearing .

For further information, please call 746-2661 .
Dated this 18th day of April, 2006 .

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Brad Gengler, Planning Director

(April 22, 2006)

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Notice is hereby given to the public that the

Grand Forks Planning and Zoning Commission
will hold a public hearing on the request for fi-
nal approval (fast track) of the replat of Lot 1,
Block 6, Congressional First Addition to the
city of rand Forks, North Dakota and located
at 1098 Selkirk Circle .

The public hearing will be held May 3, 2006,
7:00 p.m . in the City Council Chambers, C'
Hall, where all interested citizens will be hear
Any individual requiring special accommoda-
tions to allow access or participation at this
hearing is asked to notify the ADA coordinator
(746-2665) of their needs one week prior to the
hearing .

For further information, please call 746-2661 .
Dated this 18th day of April, 2006 .

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Brad Gengler, Planning Director

(April 22, 2006)

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Notice is hereby given to the public that the

Grand Forks Planning and Zoning Commission
will hold a public hearing on the request for fi-
nal approval (fast track) of the replat of Lot 2,
Block 3; Lot 1, Block 4 and the vacated serv-
ice road, Washington Estates Addition to the
city of Grand Forks, North Dakota, located in
the 3900 block of South Washington Street .

The public hearing will be held May 3, 2006,
7:00 p.m . in the City Council Chambers, City
Hall, where all interested citizens will be heard .
Any individual requiring special accommoda-
tions to allow access or participation at this
hearing is asked to notify the ADA coordinator
(746-2665) of their needs one week prior to the
hearing .

For further information, please call 746-2661 .
Dated this 18th day of April, 2006 .

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Brad Gengler, Planning Director

(April 22, 2006)

ORDINANCE NO. 4134
ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING A MORATORIUM
ON THE APPROVAL OF . SUBDIVISIONS,
PLATS OR APPLICATIONS FOR REZONING IN
THE CITY'S EXTRATERRITORIAL ZONING JU-
RISDICTION .
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF GRAND FORKS, NORTH DA-
KOTA, PURSUANT TO THE HOME RULE
CHARTER OF THE CITY OF GRAND FORKS,
NORTH DAKOTA, THAT:
SECTION 1. PREAMBLE .
1 . The City of Grand Forks has extraterritorial
zoning jurisdiction extending two miles from
the corporate limits as provided by North Da-
kota Century Code Section 40-47-01 .1 ;
2 . The Grand Forks City Council is considering
extending the City's extraterritorial zoning juris-
diction to four miles from its corporate limits as
provided by North Dakota Century Code Sec-
tion 40-47-01 .1 ;
3. The Grand Forks/East Grand Forks Metro-
politan Planning Organization has been assist-
ing in the development of The Year 2035 Land
Use Plan Element of the City's Comprehensive
Plan which includes consideration of zoning
matters within the City's extraterritorial zoning
jurisdiction.
4. The Grand Forks Planning and Zoning Com-
mission is considering the adoption of The Year
2035 Land Use Plan Element of the City's
Comprehensive Plan and in providing recom-
mendations relating thereto to the Grand Forks
City Council . Such consideration and recom-
mendations are anticipated to take until De-
cember 31, 2006 to complete .
5. The approval of subdivisions, plats and
changes in zoning within the extraterritorial
zoning jurisdiction would be detrimental to the
study, planning and implementation of recom-
mendations resulting therefrom and the City
Council finds it to be in the best interests of the
public health, welfare and safety to establish a
moratorium on the approval of such subdivi-
sions, plats and/or zoning changes within the
extraterritorial zoning jurisdiction so as to not
interfere with proper consideration, evaluation,
adoption and implementation of The Year 2035
Land Use Plan and/or recommendations result-
ing therefrom .
SECTION II . ADOPTING CLAUSE .
Based upon the foregoing preamble, this ordi-
nance is hereby adopted to provide as follows:
Establishment of Subdivision, Plat and Re-
zoning Moratorium; exceptions
1 . A moratorium is hereby established pre-
cluding the approval of any new subdivision,
plat, replatting or change in zoning for all
areas lying within the City's extraterritorial
zoning jurisdiction.
2 . The moratorium established herein shall
not, however, apply to any fully completed
application for a new subdivision, plat, replat,
or change in zoning filed with the City of
Grand Forks or Grand Forks County on or be-
fore March 20, 2006 .

SECTION III. EFFECTIVE DATE.
This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
from and after the 20th day of March, 2006 un-
til the 31st day of December, 2006, at which
time this Ordinance shall become null and void .
SECTION IV. PUBLICATION .
The Grand Forks City Council hereby directs
that this ordinance shall be published following
adoption once a week for two consecutive
weeks in the Grand Forks Herald . The Grand
Forks City Council further directs that the fore-
going ordinance may be omitted from codifica-
tion and/or publication in the Grand Forks City
Code of 1987, as amended, due to the tempo-
rary nature of the moratorium .

MICHAEL R. BROWN, Mayor
ATTEST:
John M. Schmisek, City Auditor
Introduction and first reading March 20, 2006
Public Hearing: April 17,2006
Second reading and final passage: April 17,
2006
Approved : April 17,2006
Published : April 22 and 29, 2006

(April 22 & 29, 2006)

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Notice is hereby given to the public that the

Grand Forks Planning and Zoning Commission
will hold a public hearing on the request for fi-
nal approval of the plat of Columbia Park
32nd Addition to the city of Grand Forks, ND,
located between 1-29 and South 38th Street,
north of the drainway and south of Lowe's
Home Improvement Warehouse .

The public hearing will be held May 3, 2006,
7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City
Hall, where all interested citizens will be heard .
Any individual requiring special accommoda-
tions to allow access or participation at this
hearing is asked to notify the ADA coordinator
(746-2665) of their needs one week prior to the
hearing .

For further information, please call 746-2661
Dated this 18th day of April, 2006 .

CITY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Rrari /:ann!Ar Pi-inn rlbwtnr
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Farmer Minor and
Daisy take on the CAC

In celebration of the Month of the
Young Child, Farmer Minor and Daisy,
a pot-bellied pig, will be "pigging out
on reading" 2 p.m. Saturday. All mem-
bers of the base community are invited
to attend

For more information on Farmer
Minor, go to wwdaisyminor.com or call
the youth center at 747-3151 .

Public notice
Grand Forks Air Force Base has

proposed the demolition of building
934, a water pump booster station
facility.

An environmental assessment has
been conducted and a finding of no
significant impact has been determined
for this action .

Anyone wishing to view the sup-
port documents to this action should
contact the 319th Air Refueling Wing
Public Affairs Office within the next
30 days at 747-5017 or 747-5608 .

Red Cross volunteers
needed

The Red River Valley Chapter of the
American Red Cross is looking for vol-
unteers to provide a variety of services
on base and in the local community.

For more information, call the Red
Cross at 773-9565 or visit the Web site
at wwwgrandforksredcross.org.

Air Force Sergeants
Association meeting

The Air Force Sergeants Association
is scheduled to meet at noon May 2 at

10 April 28, 2006V. The Leader

News Briefs
the Northern Lights Club .

For more information, call Master
Sgt. Timothy Brittain at 747-6168 .

Commissary case lot
sale

The commissary's case lot sale is
May 12 and 13 from 10 a.m. to 6 p.m.
Shoppers can receive up to 50 percent
off on several popular items .

For more information, call Irene
Apgar at 747-3083

Scholarships available
for dependent children

Military dependent children may
apply for one of 20 $1,000 scholar-
ships to be awarded in May for post-
secondary education occurring within
the next twelve months .

Information concerning the schol-
arship application and can may be
obtained at wwwhomefrontamerica.org

All applications must be post-
Zarked by April 30, 2006 .

AACA scholarship
The African American Cultural

Association is sponsoring a scholarship
contest. High school seniors, located
within a 100-mile radius of Grand
Forks Air Force Base and are depend-
ents of active duty and retired military
members may apply. Application pack-
ages are available at the base library,
family support center, education center
or at high school guidance counselor's
offices.

The deadline for submission is
Sunday. Applications may be turned .in
at the education center or mailed to
Mrs. Maxine RoyJohnson, c/o

Education Center, 344 Tuskegee
Airmen Blvd, Grand Forks AFB, N.D.,
58205. For more information, call
Mrs. RoyJohnson or Sonia Brumskill
at 594-2841 or 330-0780.

Officer training
Squadron Officer School and Air

and Space Basic Course nomination
packages for academic year 2007 must
be submitted to the formal and civilian
training section (located in the educa-
tion center) by May 24 . Procedures,
the nomination form (AF 4059) and
physical requirements can be found at :
http://ask .afpc.randolph.af.mil

Red Cross volunteers
needed

The 319th Medical Group has posi-
tions open in its American Red Cross
Volunteer Program. Family members
or spouses of at least 16 years of age
and retirees are welcome to apply.
Candidates may apply for their choice
of positions in most areas of the clinic
and CPR is offered to all volunteers
free of charge.

Free childcare may be available on a
space-available basis . Volunteers can
apply for as many or as few hours as
they would like. For more information,
call Maj . Robin White-Reed at 747-
5373 .

Veterinary services
The vet clinic will begin schedul-

ing surgeries on May 1 . The available
number of surgeries will be determined
prior to scheduling. All scheduling is on
a first-come, first-serve basis . For more
information, call Mrs. Melissa Stanisz
at 747-3375 .

etirepxz e0nnratemation (Dau
will b® apQn .
10:30 to 11:20 s.m. - $asQ tour
11 s.m. to 12:30 p.m . - lunch at th® Nls)C ($6.50 p®r p®rson).
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DEPARTMENT of HEALTH

May 31, 2006

Ms. Diane Strom
Environmental Impact Analysis Program
319 CES/CEVA
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd .
Grand Forks AFB, ND 58205-6434

Re:

	

Draft Environmental Assessment, Demolition of Building 934
Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks County

Dear Ms. Strom :

This department has reviewed the information concerning the above-referenced project submitted
under date of April 20, 2006, with respect to possible environmental impacts .

This department believes that environmental impacts from the proposed demolition will be minor
and can be controlled by proper demolition methods . With respect to demolition, we have the
following comments .

1 .

	

All necessary measures must be taken to minimize fugitive dust emissions created during
demolition activities . Any complaints that may arise are to be dealt with in an efficient
and effective manner.

2 .

	

Projects disturbing one or more acres are required to have a permit to discharge storm
water runoff until the site is stabilized by the reestablishment of vegetation or other
permanent cover. Further information on the storm water permit may be obtained from
the Department's website or by calling the Division of Water Quality (701-328-5210) .
Also, cities may impose additional requirements and/or specific best management
practices for demolition affecting their storm drainage system . Check with the local
officials to be sure any local storm water management considerations are addressed .

3 .

	

All necessary measures must be taken to minimize the disturbance of any asbestos-
containing material and to prevent any asbestos fiber release episodes . Removal of any
friable asbestos-containing material must be accomplished in accordance with section 33-
15-13-02 of the North Dakota air pollution control rules .

4 .

	

Noise from demolition activities may have adverse effects on persons who live near the
demolition area. Noise levels can be minimized by ensuring that demolition equipment is
equipped with a recommended muffler in good working order . Noise effects can also be

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SECTION
Gold Seal Center, 918 E . Divide Ave .

Bismarck, ND 58501-1947
701 .328 .5200 (fax)
www.ndhealth .gov

701 .328 .5150

	

701 .328.5188

	

701 .328.5211

	

701 .328.5166

	

701 .328.5210

Printed on recycled paper.

Environmental Health Division of Division of Division of Division of
Section Chief's Office Air Quality Municipal Facilities Waste Management Water Quality



Ms. Diane Strom

	

2.

	

May 31, 2006

minimized by ensuring that demolition activities are not conducted during early morning
or late evening hours .

5 .

	

All solid waste materials must be managed and transported in accordance with the state's
solid and hazardous waste rules. Appropriate efforts to reduce, reuse and/or recycle waste
materials are strongly encouraged . As appropriate, segregation of inert waste from non-
inert waste can generally reduce the cost of waste management . Further information on
waste management and recycling is available from the Department's Division of Waste
Management at (701) 328-5166 .

The department owns no land in or adjacent to the proposed improvements, nor does it have any
projects scheduled in the area . In addition, we believe the proposed activities are consistent with
the State Implementation Plan for the Control of Air Pollution for the State of North Dakota .

If you have any questions regarding our comments, please feel free to contact this office .

LDG:cc

L. David Glatt, P .
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Environmental Health Section
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April 20, 2006

Ms. Diane M. Strom
Environmental Impact Analysis Program
319 CES/CEVA, Room 128
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd
Grand Forks AFB ND 58205 .6434

ND SHPO97-0527AZ: Demolish Building 934 Grand Forks Air Force Base,
North Dakota, Project JFSD200192

Dear Ms. Strom ;

We reviewed ND SHPO97-0527AZ: Demolish Building 934 Grand Forks Air
Force Base, North Dakota Project JFSD200192, and concur with a "No Historic
Properties Affected" determination, provided the project is of the nature specified
and takes place in the legal description outlined and mapped in the draft report .
Any borrow fill, must come from an approved source, that is a source surveyed by
an archaeologist and found to contain no significant cultural resources .

If you have any questions please contact Susan Quinnell, at (701) 328-3576 or
sciuinnell(a~state.nd.u s

Sincerely,

Merlan E. Paaverud, Jr .
State Historic Preservation Officer (North Dakota)

North Dakota Heritage Center • 612 East Boulevard Avenue, Bismarck, ND 58505-0830 • Phone 701-328-2666 • Fax: 701-328-3710
Email: histsoc@state .nd .us • Web site : http://www.nd.gov/hist- TTY: 1-800-366-6888
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Strom Diane Civ 319 CES/CEVA

From: Terry_Ellsworth@fws.gov
Sent: Friday, April 21, 2006 8:21 AM
To: Strom Diane Civ 319 CES/CEVA
Cc: Jeffrey_Towner@fws.gov
Subject: Re: EA to Demolish Building 934

Attachments: EA .pdf

EA .pdf

Diane,

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft FONSI and EA for the demolition of building 934 at 
the Grand Forks Air Force Base.
The proposed project will have minimal impacts to fish and wildlife resources and will not affect threatened and 
endangered species, therefore the US Fish and Wildlife Service does not object to the construction of the preferred 
alterative as proposed.

Terry Ellsworth
North Dakota Ecological Services Field Office
3425 Miriam Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58501

Office (701) 355-8505
Fax (701) 355-8513
Terry_Ellsworth@fws.gov

                                                                                                                                          
                      "Strom Diane Civ 319                                                                                                
                      CES/CEVA"                   To:       <jboyd@state.nd.us>, <lknudtson@state.nd.us>, "Schumacher, John D."      
                      <Diane.Strom@grandfo         <jdschumacher@state.nd.us>, <squinnell@state.nd.us>, 
<Terry_Ellsworth@fws.gov>,        
                      rks.af.mil>                  <dglatt@state.nd.us>                                                                   
                                                  cc:       <joleier@state.nd.us>, <tsteinwa@state.nd.us>, <sdyke@state.nd.us>,           
                      04/20/2006 01:57 PM          <jeffrey_towner@fws.gov>, <Marie_Nelson@fws.gov>, 
<mpaaverud@state.nd.us>,             
                                                   <tdwelle@state.nd.us>                                                                  
                                                  Subject:  EA to Demolish Building 934                                                   
                                                                                                                                          

We are soliciting your views and comments on the proposed project.  Any information or comments relating to 
environmental or other matters that you might provide will be used in identifying constraints that should be considered 
during the development of the proposed action.

Please forward any comments of information within twenty days.  Thank you for your assistance.  Any questions or 
concerns can be addressed to Diane Strom, Environmental Impact Analysis Program, 525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd, Grand 



From: Schumacher, John D. [jdschumacher@nd.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2006 8:45 AM 
To: Strom Diane Civ 319 CES/CEVA 
Subject: RE: EA to Demolish Building 934 
The North Dakota Game and Fish Department has reviewed this project for wildlife 
concerns.  We do not believe it will have any significant adverse effects on wildlife or 
wildlife habitat, including endangered species, based on the information provided. 
  
Sincerely, 
John Schumacher 
Resource Biologist 
PH: 701-328-6321 
jdschumacher@nd.gov 
  
  
  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Strom Diane Civ 319 CES/CEVA [mailto:Diane.Strom@grandforks.af.mil]  
Sent: Thursday, April 20, 2006 1:58 PM 
To: Boyd, James R.; Knudtson, Larry J.; Schumacher, John D.; Quinnell, Susan L.; 
Terry_Ellsworth@fws.gov; Glatt, Dave D. 
Cc: Leier, Joleen M.; Steinwand, Terry R.; Dyke, Steve R.; jeffrey_towner@fws.gov; 
Marie_Nelson@fws.gov; Paaverud, Merl E.; Dwelle, Terry L. 
Subject: EA to Demolish Building 934 
  
We are soliciting your views and comments on the proposed project.  Any 
information or comments relating to environmental or other matters that you might 
provide will be used in identifying constraints that should be considered during the 
development of the proposed action.   
  
Please forward any comments of information within twenty days.  Thank you for 
your assistance.  Any questions or concerns can be addressed to Diane Strom, 
Environmental Impact Analysis Program, 525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd, Grand 
Forks AFB ND 58205-6434.   
  
  

Sincerely, 

Diane M. Strom 

Environmental Impact Analysis Program 

319 CES/CEVA, Room 128 

525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd 

Grand Forks AFB ND 58205-6434 

Phone (701) 747-6394;  DSN 362-6394 

Page 1 of 2
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North Dakota

Department of Commerce

Community Services

Economic

Development & Finance

Tourism

Workforce Development

Century Center

1600 E. Century Ave

Suite 2

PO Box 2057

Bismarck, ND 58502-2057

Phone 701-328-5300

Fax 701-328-5320

www.ndcommerce .com

EQUAL HOUS
I
NG

OPPORTUNITY

April 21, 2006

Diane M. Strom
Dept. of the Air Force
319 CES/CEVA, Room 128
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd .
Grand Forks AFB, ND 58205-6434

"Letter of Clearance" In Conformance with the North Dakota Federal Program
Review System - State Application Identifier No . : ND060420-0161

Dear Ms. Strom :

SUBJECT: Environmental Assessment - Demolish Building 934

The above referenced assessment has been reviewed through the North Dakota
Federal Program Review Process. As a result of the review, clearance is given to the
project only with respect to this consultation process .

If the proposed project changes in duration, scope, description, budget, location or
area of impact, from the project description submitted for review, then it is necessary
to submit a copy of the completed application to this office for further review .

We also request the opportunity for complete review of applications for renewal or
continuation grants within one year after the date of this letter .

Please use the above SAI number for reference to the above project with this office .
Your continued cooperation in the review process is much appreciated .

Sincerely,

James R. Boyd
Manager of Governmental Services
Division of Community Services

bb



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS 319TH AIR REFUELING WING (AMC)
GRAND FORKS AIR FORCE BASE, NORTH DAKOTA

6 June 2006
MEMORANDUM FOR 319 CES/CEVA

FROM : 319 ARW/JA

SUBJECT: Legal Review - Grand Forks AFB Environmental Assessment and FONSI for
Demolition of 934.

1 . Based upon my review the proposed Environmental Assessment (EA) and Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) for the demolition of Building 934 complies with 32 CFR part 989 and
is legally sufficient .

2. 32 CFR • . 989 .14 states an EA must discuss the need for the proposed action, reasonable
alternatives to the proposed action, the affected environment, the environmental impacts of the
proposed action and alternatives (including the "no action" alternative), and a listing of agencies
and persons consulted during preparation . The EA meets these requirements and follows the
alternatives analysis guidance outlined in Sec . 989 .8 .

3 . Public notification was accomplished on April 20, 22 and 28, 2006 . No public comments
were received . Agency comments are included at the end of the EA .

4 . If you have any questions about these comments, please contact the undersigned at 7-3606 .

MARK W. HANSON, GS-12, DAF
Chief, General Law
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